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NOTICE  OF  A  CORRIDOR  PUBLIC  HEARING 

NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  THAT,  in  accordance  with  Section  116  of  the  FEDERAL  AID 
HIGHWAY  ACT  OF  1956  and  Policy  and  Procedure  Memorandum  20-8  issued  January  14, 
1969  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  a  Corridor  Public  Hearing  will 
be  held  in  the  High  School  Auditorium  in  Big  Sandy,  Montana  on  Monday,  March  12, 
1973  at  the  hour  of  2:00  p.m.,  and  the  school  auditorium  in  Winifred,  Montana  on 
Tuesday,  March  13,  1973  at  the  hour  of  8:00  p.m.,  relating  to  the  location  of 
alternate  bridge  sites,  with  approach  roads  in  the  area  of  the  Lohse-P.N.  Ferry 
on  the  Missouri  River  northwest  of  Winifred,  Montana.  The  location  of  this 
proposed  project  will  be  in  Chouteau,  Blaine  and  Fergus  counties,  and  will  include 
a  spur  road  on  the  north  side  of  the  Missouri  River  connecting  the  road  from  the 
Jensen  Ferry  site  some  twelve  miles  downstream  and  Montana  Secondary  Highway 
No.  236.  This  spur  road  will  run  somewhat  parallel  to  the  Missouri  River  and 
will  allow  the  closure  of  the  Jensen  Ferry  north  of  Winifred,  Montana. 

A  copy  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  report  on  environmental  consider- 
ations, along  with  maps,  drawings  and  other  pertinent  information  relating 
to  this  project,  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Department  of  Highways  offices  in  Helena,  Havre  and  Lewistown,  Montana.  The 
tentative  schedule  for  right  of  way  acquisition  and  construction,  as  well  as 
relocation  assistance  programs,  will  be  discussed. 

INVITATION  IS  HEREBY  EXTENDED  TO  ALL  INTERESTED  PERSONS  in  the  subject  matter 
of  this  notice  to  attend  said  hearing  and  to  submit  written  briefs  or  verbal 
arguments  either  for  or  against  the  proposition.  Written  statements  will  also 
be  accepted  for  ten  (10)  days  following  the  hearing  by  the  Department  of 
Highways  in  Helena,  Montana.  t\ 
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The  following  is  a  transcript  of  a  Corridor  Public  Hearing  held  in  the  high 
school  auditorium  in  Big  Sandy,  Montana  on  March  12,  1973  at  the  hour  of  2:00 
p.m.,  relating  to  the  location  of  alternate  bridge  sites,  with  approach  roads 
in  the  area  of  the  Lohse-P.N.  Ferry  on  the  Missouri  River  northwest  of  Winifred, 
Montana.   The  location  of  this  proposed  project  will  be  in  Chouteau,  Blaine  and 
Fergus  Counties,  and  will  include  a  spur  road  on  the  north  side  of  the  Missouri 
River  connecting  the  road  from  the  Jensen  Ferry  site  some  twelve  miles  downstream 
and  Montana  Secondary  Highway  No.  236.   This  spur  road  will  run  somewhat  parallel 
to  the  Missouri  River  and  will  allow  the  closure  of  the  Jensen  Ferry  north  of 
Winifred,  Montana. 

The  hearing  was  attended  by  the  following  Department  of  Highways  personnel: 

Hazen  Flickinger,  Supervisor-Division  Construction  Section,  Havre 

James  R.  Hein,  Manager-Field  Right  of  Way  Unit,  Great  Falls 

Stephen  C.  Kologi,  Manager-Location  and  Road  Design  Unit,  Helena 

James  Gipe,  Area  Engineer,  Helena 

Carl  A.  Swanson,  EIT  (Engineer  in  Training)  Helena 

Bob  Samson,  Speical  Assignments  Engineer,  Helena 

Don  D.  Anderson,  Manager -Pub lie  Hearings  Unit,  Helena 


TRANSCRIPT 


ANDERSON:       Good  afternoon  ladies  and  gentlemen.   On  behalf  of  your  State 
of  Montana  Department  of  Highways,  I'd  like  to  welcome  you  to 
the  formal  part  of  this  public  hearing  this  afternoon.   We're 
here  to  present  to  you  folks  several  alternate  locations  for  a 
proposed  new  bridge  crossing  the  Missouri  River  southeast  of 
Big  Sandy  here.   We  had  advertised  this  hearing  as  a  corridor 
or  location  hearing,  however  we  would  be  more  technically  right 
to  call  it  a  feasibility  study  hearing.   We  are  in  the  very  early 
stages  of  this  project,  and  we  are  here  to  present  alternates 
for  your  discussion  and  to  get  your  comments  and  views  of  how 
you  feel  about  this  particular  bridge  site.   We  will  have  two 
presentations,  one  on  the  engineering  concepts  and  one  about 
right  of  way  after  which  we'll  open  it  up  for  any  comments  you 
folks  wish  to  make.   To  begin  with  I'd  like  to  introduce  some 
of  the  highway  personnel  that  are  with  us.   We  have  Mr.  Hazen 
Flickinger,  Supervisor-Division  Construction  Section  from  Havre; 
Mr.  Jim  Hein,  Manager-Field  Right  of  Way  Unit  from  Great  Falls; 
Mr.  Steve  Kologi,  Manager  of  the  Location  and  Road  Design  Unit 
from  Helena;  Mr.  Jim  Gipe,  Area  Engineer  from  Helena;  Mr.  Carl 
Swanson,  EIT  (Engineer  in  Training)  from  Helena.   This  is  Bob 
Samson  on  the  recorder  here,  and  I'm  Don  Anderson,  Manager- 
Public  Hearings  Unit,  both  of  us  from  Helena.   The  particular 
system  that  this  proposed  bridge  site  is  on  at  present  would 
be  the  Secondary  System  and  at  the  present  time,  under  the 
proposed  Highway  Act,  after  July  of  1973  the  financing  on  it 
would  be  approximately  74%  federal  to  26%  state  matching  funds. 
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However  that  is  a  very  tentative  figure,  we  have  not  been  advised 
yet  as  to  when  this  project  will  actually  go  to  contract  or  if 
that  particular  percentage  breakdown  would  still  be  in  affect  at 
that  time.   I  believe  at  this  time  I  wi 1 1  ask  Mr.  Gipe  to  give 
us  our  engineering  presentation.   If  you  would  Jim. 

GIPE:  Thank  you,  Don.   Ladies  and  gentlemen.   Like  Don  has  said,  this 

is  a  feasibility  study,  we  haven't  got  any  definite  routings  picked 
The  commissioners  of  Blaine,  Chouteau  and  Fergus  Counties  got 
together  and  made  allotments  for  this  program,  this  feasibility 
study.   The  primary  reason  was,  we  have  two  ferry  crossings  now, 
or  in  summer  anyway.   This  main  one  here  at  the  Lohse  Ferry 
crossing,  P.N.  Ranch,  and  one  at  Stafford  or  Jensen  Ferry  cross- 
ing some  15  miles  downstream.  But  now  this  one  due  to  siltation 
of  the  Missouri  and  the  forming  of  another  island  here,  and 
erosions  on  both  banks,  this  ferry  site  eventually  will  have  to 
be  moved  or  something  else  done  to  it.   There  will  either  have 
to  be  some  dredging  or  some  ripraping  on  both  sides,  and  if  you 
have  another  ferry  here  ic  will  just  be  a  temporary  stopgap 
regulation  anyway.   So  we  have  under  our  feasibility  study,  we 
have  made,  as  you  see  here  the  various  colors  of  possible  river 
crossings.   At  this  time  the  locations  or  anything  like  that  have 
not  been  authorized  yet,  and  any  of  these  alternates  would  be 
subject  to  some  changing.   Like  with  this  alternate  in  here, 
you  have  to  cross  the  Missouri  River,  cross  the  Judith  River 
and  some  connecting  road.   This  other  alternate  here  would  have 
to  be  a  longer  span  here  or  either  span  the  Missouri  here.   This 
alternate  here  could  spand  the  Missouri  plus  this  area 
here.   The  Fish  and  Game  have  leased  some  6  plus  acreas  here  and 
they  are  using  that  now  for  a  park,  and  we'd  have  to  either  span 
that  or  bypass  it.   And  this  alternate  here,  D  would  mean  some 
out-of-way  travel  plus  another  bridge  across  Dog  Creek  there 
or  there  would  be  some  channel  changing.   So  as  I  said  before 
these  are  all  feasibility  studies.   And  from  our  geology  reports 
and  whatnot  of  the  whole  country  and  area,  slide  conditions  exists. 
What  studies  we  have  made  up  this  way,  you'd  almost  have  to  go 
up  and  use  Reeds  Hill  pretty  much  the  present  alignment  there. 
Also  we  gave  a  little  consideration,  which  is  shown   by  these 
different  colors,  checked  blue,  checked  green  and  what  have  you, 
solid  green.   Those  are  the  other  feasibilities  of  possible 
connecting  roads,  connection  to  the  Blaine  County  road  system 
north  of  Jensen  or  Stafford  Ferry.   But  those  are  just  the 
feasibilities,  there's  nothing  definite  on  those  at  all.   Any 
work  that  would  be  done  here  on  any  road  at  all  from  the  geology 
of  the  area,  if  you  people  are  familiar  with  the  area,  it's  all 
composed  of  several  slides  and  any  cuts  like  that,  say  over  20 
feet  would  tend  to  cause  more  slides.   So  I  think  that's  probably 
why  you  have  to  hold  to  the  present  alignment  pretty  well.   In 
the  course  of  our  study  we've  made  a  Draft  Environmental/ Section  4 
(f )  Statement ,  which  I  imagine  some  of  you  people  are  fanuliar 
with  or  have  been  sent  copies  of  and  have  read.   We've  had 
several  letters  in  reply  to  this,  there's  people  who  like  to 
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float  the  river,  scenic  and  wild  river  and  scenic  recreational 
areas 5  they're  not  so  much  in  favor  of  a  bridge  across  here, 
and  more  local  people  definitely  want  the  better  source  of  trans- 
poration.   From  all  our  reports  there's  about  6  thousand  people 
a  year  cross  this  ferry  site  here.  The  4(f)  part  of  it  was  deter- 
mined necessary  because  of  crossing  this  Fish  and  Game  lease  here 
upstream  from  the  present  crossing  of  the  Lohse  Ferry  crossing 
here.   There's  some  6  acreas  right  here  that  the  Fish  and  Game 
have  a  park  in  there  and  some  tables ,  cookout  facilities.   I 
think  chat  is  about  all  1  have  to  say  about  it.   Steve  do  you 
have  anything  to  add  to  that? 


ANDERSON: 


Thank  you,  Mr.  Gipe.  If  there's  nothing  further  on  the  engineer- 
ing concepts  we'll  go  onto  the  right  of  way  for  this  hearing  this 
afternoon.   If  you  would  Mr.  Hein. 


HEIN 


Thank  you  Jim.   I  wish  to  welcome  everyone  here  to  this  public 
hearing,  it  does  definitely  show  that  everyone  does  hold  a 
vital  interest  on  the  final  locations  or  even  feasibility 
studies  as  to  what  location  the  residence  of  the  communiry  desire 
over  another  one.   As  far  as  the  right  of  way  portion  of  this 
program,  all  I  wish  to  do  is  just  to  inform  everyone  here  as  to 
what  our  program  consists  of  when  our  agents  do  enter  in  the 
field  to  acquire  the  right  of  way  for  the  project  that  is  finally 
let  for  contract.   When  we  first  receive  authorization  to  buy 
right  of  way  for  a  particular  project,  I  have  an  appraiser  that 
will  enter  into  the  field  and  contact  the  affected  owners  to 
determine  just  exactly  what  their  operation  consists  of ,  and 
they  also  may  inquire  as  to  what  the  price  of  certain  land  was 
that  you  possibly  may  have  acquired  recently.   I  would  ask  that 
when  my  agents  do  enter  in  the  field  to  conduct  the  appraisal 
part  of  the  program,  that  you  do  confide  in  him  and  give  him 
all  the  information  necessary  so  that  he  may  better  attempt  to 
reach  a  firm  market  value  of  your  property.   This  is  the  only 
tool  he  has  to  work  with  and  any  information  that  you  do  give 
him  is  held  in  the  strictest  confidence.   After  the  appraiser 
has  completed  his  appraisal  on  your  property,  I  then  have  one 
of  my   other  agents,  which  is  the  negotiator,  come  out  into 
the  field  and  he  will  again  contact  you,  display  the  plans  to 
you,  show  you  again  exactly  what  we  contemplate  on  doing,  and 
at  this  time  the  negotiator  gives  you  a  firm  offer  for  the  pro- 
perty which  we  seek  to  acquire  from  you.   Now  I'd  like  to  empha- 
size a  little  bit  on  this  firm  offer.   I  think  possibly  you've 
heard  many  stories  about  the  horse  trading  days  when  they  start 
out  high  or  start  out  low,  the  landowner  starts  high  and  then 
they  come  into  a  settlement,  well  those  days  are  gone  forever. 
That  is  why  we  have  spent  a  lot  of  manpower,  a  lot  of  money  to 
come  in  wich  a  realistic  offer  which  is  the  fair  market  value 
as  of  the  date  we  seek  to  acquire  the  property.   We  don't  try 
to  get  it  for  any  less  or  any  more  than  one  of  your  neighbors 
would  buy  the  property  from  you.   We  do  have  another  program 
which  will  not  be  involved  on  this  particular  project  and  that's 
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our  Relocation  Assistance.   From  the  studies  that  I  have,  read 
from  our  agents  in  the  field,  we  do  not  affect  any  residences , 
any  site,  improvements  so  forth,  but  just  as  a  matter  of  infor- 
mation, I  would  like  to  make  you  aware  that  we  do  have  the 
Relocation  Assistance  Program,  and  I  do  have  brochures  up  front 
here  along  with  brochures  covering  our  Right  of  Way  Acquisition 
Program  in  the  State  of  Montana,  which  you  are  welcome  to.   If 
I  have  a  chance  I  will  attempt  to  set  some  of  these  out  on  the 
table  out  front  so  that  it  will  make  it  a  little  more  convenient 
for  you  to  pick  them  up.   There  is  one  other  thing   I  just 
happened  to  think  about  on  the  fencing.   We  do  have  a  new  fenc- 
ing policy  which  somewhat  dictates  that  all  right  of  ways  will, 
be  fenced.   This  is  mainly  for  the.  protection  of  the  traveling 
public,  however  in  this  instance  where  so  much  of  this  is  open 
grazing  land,  I  think  what  we'll  probably  do  is  just  fence  those 
areas  that  are  currently  fenced.   Unless  there  is  a  very  danger- 
ous situation  on  stock  crossing,  then  we  might  have  to  take 
another  look  at  it.   But  right  now  I  think  we'll  just  fence 
those  areas  that  presently  are  closed.   I  think  that's  about  it. 


ANDERSON 


Thank  you,  Mr.  Hein, 
ed  to  add  something, 


Mr.  Kologi  had  his  hand  up  there,  he  want- 


KOLOGI : 


Well  I  wasn't  going  to  say  anything,  but  I  will  say  just  a  few 
words.   First  off  we'd  like  to  apologize  for  taking  so  long  to 
get  here.   When  we  first  started  this  project  it  was  just  about 
a  year  ago,  we  met  with  the  county  commissioners  down  in  Fort 
Benton  and  we  told  them  we'd  have  a  hearing  in  August  or  some- 
thing like  that,  and  August  got  here  and  we  postponed  until 
November,  and  here  it  is  spring  already.   But  this  thing  really 
developed  into  a  lot  more  than  we  thought  that  it  would  when 
we  first  started.   It  sounded  quite,  easy  to  us,  but  the  further 
into  it  we  got,  the  more  complicated  it  became.   Maybe  just  to 
summarize  what  Jim  covered.   In  general  we've  found  tha*:  the 
bridge  site  in  the.  area  of  the  Lohse  Ranch  or  the  present:  ferry 
is  feasible,  there  shouldn't  be  any  particular  problem  in  build- 
ing that  bridge.   There  are  some  details  to  work  out.   The 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  are  going  to  want  us  to  keep  the 
damage  to  their  park  facilities  to  a  minimum.   We  also  have  to 
watch  out  that  we  don't  start  channel  changing  Dog  Creek,  and 
also  we  want  to  bui ' d  the  bridge  so  that  we  have  the  shortest 
bridge  possible.   We  want  to  keep  our  crossing  at  a  narrow  place 
on  the  river.   Also  the  road  approaching  the  proposed  bridge  from 
Big  Sandy  is  in  a  pretty  easy  place  to  build  a  road,  there  shouldn't 
be  any  real  problem  there.   The  road  towards  Winifred  is  a  little 
bit  tougher,  there's  that  bad  hill  to  get  up,  but  as  Jim  pointed 
out,  we  feel  that  if  we  stay  in  the  vicinity  of  the  present 
county  road  and  keep  the  standards  fairly  low,  please  understand 
this  can't  be  any  super  highwav,  the  terrain  just  won't  permit 
it,  but  it  can  be  a  good,  fairly  low  standard,  secondary  highway. 
The  road  into  the  Blaine  County  road  system  is  another  matter. 
That  is  some,  real  tough  country,  between  the  bridge  and  the  existing 
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Blaine  County  road  system,,   We've  got  a  number  of  alternates 
on  these  boards  here,  and  it's  become  evident  to  us  that  we 
started  out  with  our  sites  to  high,  we're  trying  to  get  to  high 
a  standard  of  road  in  there.   Whatever  is  eventually  built  into 
Blaine  County,  if  something  is  built,  why  it  would  probably  be 
crookeder  and  steeper  than  what  we  started  out  with*   It  would 
be  just  a  typical  county  road,  more  like  what  you're  used  to. 
Well  I  guess  that's  all  I  had  to  say.   I  wanted  to  summarize 
just  a  little  bit  of  what  Jim  had  mentioned.   Thank  you» 


ANDERSON: 


Thank  you,  Steve.   One  thing  more  on  these  displays  that  we  have 
up  front,  it  might  be  confusing  to  some  of  you,  it's  split,  in 
half  really,  here's  the  middle,  these  two  sections  are  the  same. 
The  only  difference  is  that  on  this  side  we  show  the  Biaine 
County  road  system,  and  on  this  side  we  show  the  road  coming 
in  from  Winifred,,   But  this  area  of  the  bridge  alternates  them- 
selves are  the  same.   Does  that  straighten  you  out  a  little  bit? 
Okay  a  few  brief  words  about  out  procedures  here  -his  afternoon. 
We're  using  microphones  as  you  well  have  noticed,  we  are  recording 
everything  that  is  being  said.   Froir  this  recording  we  make 
a  typewritten  transcript  of  all  the  comments  made  here  this 
afternoon  and  this  transcript  is  then  reviewed  by  our  engineers, 
it's  also  furnished  to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  for 
their  review.   Also,  any  of  you  folks  who  wish  to  have  a  copy 
of  it,  if  you  would  sign  that  pamphlet  in  the  back  there  in  the 
hallway,  give  us  your  name  and  mailing  address,  you'll  be  fur- 
nished one  free  of  charge.   I  mighr.  mention  all  those  who  speak 
will  get  one   automatically,  so  you  don  t  have  to  sign  for  that. 
Also  any  of  you  who  do  speak,  we'd  like  to  get  the  spelling  of 
your  name  correct,  so  we  would  ask  that  you  sign  this  pamphlet 
over  here  on  the  front  table.   This  goes  into  this  transcript 
and  we  want  to  get  it  as  correct  as  possible.   With  that  then 
I'll  open  it  up  fov  any  questions  or  comments.   Someone  like 
to  start  out?   Yes  sir, 


ELLIS: 


Okay  I  m  Dick  Ellis  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Department,  out  of 
Helena,  speaking  today  on  behalf  of  rhe  Fish  and  Game  Commission. 
What  I  would  just  iike  to  do  is  just  read  a  statement,  from  the 
commission,  dated  February  26,  1973.   Whereas  the  Montana  Fish 
and  Game  Commission  has  long  been  concerned  for  and  involved 
in  various  development  and  preservation  programs  associated 
with  the  free  flowing  Missouri  River  and  its  associated  fish 
and  wildlife  communities  and  whereas  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game 
Commission  continues  in  its  conviction  that  the  Missouri  River 
should  be  preserved  for   posterity  in  a  free- flowing  condition 
and  whereas  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Commission  recognizes  the 
need  and  desires  of  people  living  near  the  Missouri  River  for 
a  secure  and  permanent  crossing.   Now  therefore  be  it  resolved, 
that  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Commission  supports  the  bridge 
crossing  of  the  Missouri  River  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
present  Loshe-PoN.  Ferry  and  be  it  further  resolved  that  the 
Montana  Fish  and  Game  Commission  reserves  judgement  on  the  Spur 
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Road  connecting  the  bridge  site  to  the  Jensen  Ferry  site  until 
detail  studies  concerning  the  Spur's  impact  on  mule  deer  and 
upland  bird  habitat  are  conducted.   And  that  is  the  essence 
of  the  commission's  statement .   I  hope  it  clears  up  our  stand- 
ing on  the  bridge  site9  at  least  as  far  as  the  bridge  goes  I 
feel  that  there's  a  lot  of  local  misunderstanding  as  to  our 
feelings  on  that  bridge.   We  feel  that  there  is  definitely  a 
site  in  this  vicinity  of  the  ferry  where  we  can  fit.  in  a  bridge 
with  minimal  impact  on  the  environment  and  the  historic  sights 
there.   Thank  you. 


ANDERSON 


Thank  you,  sir.   Someone  else?  Would  you  step  up  to  the  micro- 
phone.  When  you  come  up  to  the.  microphone  give  us  your  name 
and  who  you  represent,  if  it's  just  yourself  it's  fine.   Go 
ahead. 


SPARKS 


I'm  Edwin  Sparks,  commissioner  from  Elaine  County,  and  IV  here 
to,  as  of  now  represent  Blaine  County,  the  Blaine  county  govern- 
ment.  We  have  some  knowledge  of  the  possibilities  or  probabil- 
ities  of  this  bridge  and  the  connecting  road.   We  are  mostly 
interested,  as  of  now,  in  the  connecting  road,  and  the  possib.f 
elimination  of  the  south  Blaine  County  ferry,  which  we  call  the 
McClelland  Ferry.   It  would  depend  much, as  far  as  we're  concerned^ 
on  what  monies  or  where  the  monies  would  come  from  to  construct 
the  connecting  road.   If  it  has  to  be.  done  with  county  money, 
I'm  suspicious  thar  it   will  be  a  long  time,  to  build  a  very  good 
road  at  least.   And  of  course  if  we  don't  have  one,  we  would 
continue  to  have  to  operate  our  ferry  and  I  think  that's  about 
all  I  have  to  say.   Thank  you. 


ANDERSON : 
SKAALURE: 


Thank  you. 

For  the  rfcord  I'm  Dale  Skaalure,  commissioner  from  northern 
Chouteau  County  and  I  hope  representative  of  most  of  these 
people.   I  think  that  when  we  talk  about  a  feasibility  study 
here,  we've  got  to  talk  about  a  lot  of  things  that  are  involved 
and  kind  of  get  a  birds-eye  view  of  what  some  of  those  people 
on  the  scene  see,  and  know  about  the  thing.   Over  the  past, 
since  I've  been  commissioner,  I  *"hink  that  we  have  averaged 
pretty  close  to  6,000  people  per  year  crossing  this  ferry. 
Last  year  we  had  kind  of  a  bulge   in  the  situation,  we  had 
7,000  people  cross  and  one  of  the  reason's  for  it  is  we  had 
two  or  three  buses  or  more  go  across,  so  that  when  you  get  40 
or  50  people  in  one  shot  it  adds  up  pretty  fast.   I  think  we 
all  know,  those,  of  us  who  have,  traveled  this  route,  that  we 
are  subject  to  the  whims  of  the  river  and  we're  also  subject 
to  the  whims  of  che  power  people  down  in  Great  Falls,  because 
the  river  will  fluctuate  as  much  as  two  feet  in  one  day.   So  if 
you're  going  to  cross  the  river  sometimes,  you  have  to  go  down 
there  in  the  morning  when  the  river  is  up,  because  the  sand  bar 
will  catch  you  later  on  and  I  think  with  the  present  moisture 
situation  we  have,  that  it's  almost  going  to  be  useless  to  put 
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the  ferry  in  this  spring  the  way  it  looks,  because  the  river  is 

pretty  low.   This  sand  bar  is  getting  to  be  a  meaner  and  meaner 

proposition  as  time  goes  by  as  has  been  mentioned  where  the  Judith 

and  the  Missouri  comes  together  with  this  island  setting  into 

it,  it  seems  like  we  keep  peeling  off  a  little  more  sand  and 

building  this  thing  up.   Two  years  ago,  we  blew  about  a  case 

and  a  half  of  dynamite  in  there  trying  to  eliminate  this  sand 

bar,  and  I  think  it  worked  for  about  ten  days  and  then  the  thing 

filled  in  again.   So  this  is  kind  of  an  experiment  in  the  water 

dredging  that  we  conducted  and  I  don't  think  it  paid  off  too  good. 

But  when  you  get  a  little  pressure  on  sometimes,  you  try  and  do 

the  impossible.   Another  thing  about  this  ferry  situation,  the 

law  or  the  sign  says  20  tons,  we  are  very  reluctant  to  take  20 

tons  across  that  ferry  because  it  draws  an  awful  lot  of  water 

and  we  feel  a  lot  safer  with  15.   So  it's  a  little  bit  misleading, 

I  think  it's  a  little  bit  limiting  when  you  have  a  ferry  to  cross  with 

some  of  the  loads  we've  got  nowadays,  loads  of  hay,  loads  of 

cattle,  semi's  and  this  kind  of  thing.   Another  thing  about  the 

matter  of  having  a  ferry,  we  put  up  a  sign  out  here  when  the 

ferry  is  impassible,  it  says  "Ferry  Out,"  and  every  once  in 

awhile  somebody  ends  up  down  at  the  ferry  and  the  ferry's  not 

working  so  they  made  a  trip  4-5  miles  one  way  and  45  miles  back 

for  nothing.   So  this  kind  of  gets  discouraging.   Then  we  get  . 

some  static,  why  didn't  you  tell  us  about  it,  well  people  should 

also  call  up  once  in  awhile,  but  they  don't  read  the  signs  always 

either.   I  think  that  it's  interesting  to  note  that  the  three 

commissioner  bodies  got  their  heads  together  and  agreed  to  help 

finance  this  study  along  with  federal  funds.   Those  of  us  in 

commissioner  business  know  sometimes  it's  a  little  difficult 

to  get  nine  heads  all  together  at  one  time  and  to  cooperate 

in  a  matter  like  this.   I  think  also,  those  of  you  who  have 

looked  at  this  thing  and  thought  about  it  a  little  bir,  you 

look  at  the  map  of  roads  across  Montana,  you  will  see  a  big  gap 

in  this  area  where  we  happen  to  be  setting.   I  think  that  this 

proposed  bridge  would  be  about  in  the  middle  of  the  two  bridges 

we  now  have  existing,  and  I  think  this  provides  a  real  asset 

to  north  and  south  traffic  from  our  Hi-Line  area  up  here,  and 

as  you  all  know  Route  236  which  is  the  road  going  south  of  Big 

Sandy  has  been  in  existance  for  some  20  odd  years  and  is  an  effort 

to  divert  some  of  this  traffic  and  shorten  it  up.   We  also  feel 

that  the  installation  of  a  bridge  would  make  for  more  of  an  all 

weather  traffic  pattern  across  our  area  here  from  the  Hi-Line 

into  Lewistown  and  into  the  points  south.   Here  a  few  years  ago 

we  met  with  the  Rudyard  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  some  others  that 

were  interested  in  moving  barley  into  the  Yellowstone  Valley 

because  there  was  a  lot  of  feeders  down  there,  they  had  a  lot 

of  barley  and  this  was  a  good  short  route  for  them  and  it  looked 

like  it  made  a  lot  of  sense  to  try  and  promote  a  bridge  in  that 

area.   We've  got  another  problem  down  at  the  river.   I  don't 

know  how  many  of  you  have  been  to  this  Fish  and  Game  park  that 

the  gentleman  spoke  of,  but  here  about  two  years  ago  he  lost 

between  six  and  ten  feet  off  of  that  river  bank  and  if  something 
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isn't  done,  he's  going  to  loss  more  of  his  park.   We  had  a  few 
big  boulders  we  threw  in  there  to  try  and  stop  some,  of  this 
thing  and  we  covered  up  where  one  of  Warren  Howey's  cows  went 
through  it  too.   So  this  is  a  problem  and  it  also  contributes 
to  some  of  the  sediment  that's  building  up  in  that  area.   We  have 
contacted  the  corps  of  engineers  in  regard  to  this  river  bank 
s luffing  off  and  they  have  been  down  and  looked  at  it  about  three 
different  times,  but  they  claim  that  we  have  to  dig  up  a  bunch 
of  money  and  we  don't  see  where  we  can  dig  up  the  kind  of  money 
it  takes  to  do  this  thing.   They  have  worked  with  bridge  abate- 
ment and  some  other  a.reas  ,  but  they  don't  seem  to  find  the  way 
to  get  to  help  us  on  this  thing.   I  feel  that  maybe  if  this 
bridge  was  in,  depending  on  where  it  went  in  and  with  the  approaches 
and  the  type  of  riprap  and  abutments  maybe  this  would  help 
stablize  part  of  chat  area.   And  then  I  think  if  you  have  read 
the  yellow  book,  this  was  alluded  to  by  Steve  here,  one  of  the 
engineers,  this  road  connecting  Blaine  and  Chouteau  Counties,  I 
don't  think  that  we  can  build  any  kind  of  a  fancy  road  there, 
this  is  going  to  be  a  typical  mountainous  kind  of  country  road 
and  some  of  the  grades  are  going  to  exceed  what  the  state  highway 
would  recommend  and  we're  going  to  try  and  do  a  minimum  of  dirt 
work.   But  I  believe  that  we  could  go  in  there  and  make  quite 
a  bit  better  road  and  serve  the  needs  of  those  people  who  are 
hauling  cattle  with  two  ton  trucks  and  stuff  through  that  area. 
I  personally  don't  see  where  this  bridge  would  detract  from  the 
floaters  and  those  people  who  are  recreationally  minded  coming 
down  the  river,  we  happen  to  know  that  we  take  an  awful  lot  of 
people  out  of  the  river  at  the  P.N.  Ferry.   This  has  been  one 
of  our  ferryman's  headaches,   it  seems  like  they  want  to  put 
their  boats  in  the  river  or  take  their  boats  out  of  the  river 
and  we've  had  traffic  backed  up  for  15  or  20  cars  deep  and  once 
they  get  in  the  drivers  seat,  they  don't  budge  very  good.   Our 
ferryman  was  pulling  his  hair  out  one  day  and  wanting  me  to  pull 
some  too,  but  it  ge~s  kind  of  tough  to  do  much  with  these  people 
at  some  of  these  odd  times.   Another  thing  about  this  matter  of 
people  getting  in  there,  it  seems  like  we  get  the  country  plum 
full  of  hunters,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  just  as  available  to 
the  people  that  want  to  cross  with  their  cars  going  to  and  from 
Lewistown  and  the  trucks.   And  then  of  course  we  get  into  the 
matter  of  funding  this  project,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
ahead  of  the  game  if  we  can  get  this  thing  studied  out,  see  what 
the  feasibility  is,  so  that  should  a  time  come  along  where  they 
need  some  federal  employment  where  they  want  to  spend  some  money 
for  a  good  cause,  we've  got  the  show  on  the  road,  and  all  they've 
got  to  do  is  take  ahold  of  it  and  go  with  it.   Here  a  few  years 
back,  I  don't  know,  I  think  it  was  1961  maybe,  Chouteau  County 
built  a  bridge  at  Fort  Benton.   This  was  matched  with  federal 
funds,  but  it  was  also  matched  by  the  taxpayers  dollars  in 
Chouteau  County  to  the  tune  of  about  six  hundred  and  some  thou- 
sand dollars.   So  I  don't  feel  that  Chouteau  County  has  taken 
advantage  of  any  particular  bunch  of  taxpayers.   We  have  paid 
our  way  on  this  particular  thing  and  I  think  that  if  there's  a 
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ANDERSON 


BLAZEK: 


time  to  stand  up  and  get  a  part  of  something ,  this  is  one  time 
where  Chouteau  County  should  be  eligible  because  we  have  done 
our  part  in  the  past.   Thank  you. 

Thank  you  Commissioner.   I  might  mention  that  if  any  of  you  have 
written  statements  that  you  would  like  to  submit  at  this  time., 
we'll  accept  those.   If  you  want  them  read  into  the  records  go 
right  ahead  this  is  fine.   Also  we'll  accept  written  statements 
for  the  next  ten  (10)  days  if  you  would  send  these  written  state- 
ments into  the  Department  of  Highways;  Public  Hearings  Unit, 
Helena j  Montana.   These  written  statements  will  be  attached  to 
the  transcript  and  given  review  along  with  all  the  testimony 
here  this  afternoon.   So  do  we  have  someone  else  now  that  would 
like  to  testify?  Yes ,  come  up. 

My  name  is  Ed  Blazek.   I  have  a  combination  grain  and  livestock 
operation  some  30  miles  south  of  here  bordering  that  section  of 
the  Missouri  River  that  is  so  fondly  referred  to  now  in  House 
Bill  133  as  the  Wild  Warerway  between  Haystack  Butte  and  Dead- 
man  Rapids.   All  my  life  we  have  felt  that  the  area  was  isolated , 
a  rather  captive  area,  so  some  30  years  ago  we  organized  what 
we  then  called  a  Hopp -Cooker  Road  Committee,  of  which  I  was  a 
member,  we  met  with  the  highway  commission  in  regards  to  attempt- 
ing to  get  a  bridge  established  at  this  now  proposed  site.   Instead 
of  the  bridge  being  built  here,  it  was  the  Fred  Robinson  Bridge 
that  was  built.   As  was  mentioned  here  earlier  up  until  that 
time  there  was  no  connector  between  the  north  and  south  area, 
between  the  Billings  distribution  area,  and  now  of  course,  the 
Fred  Robinson  Bridge  has  taken  care  of  a  lot  of  that.   But  we've 
always  felt  that  the  proposed  site  is  more  or  less  of  a  natural 
thing.   This  was  an  important  roadway  in  the  early  days  when 
the  only  mode  of  transportation  was  horseback  and  horses  and 
you  fellows  that  know  livestock  know  that  these  trails,  the 
cow  trails  were  developed  where  the  going  was  easiest,  where 
the  road  was  the  shortest.   In  other  words,  I'm  saying  that 
this  is  a  natural,  this  is  a  natural  site,  this  is  something 
in  our  estimation  should  have  been  done  a  long  time  ago.   Billings 
being  the  distribution  area  that  it  is,  this  will  certainly 
help  out.   And  then  too,  there  are  so  many  large  feed  lots 
over  there  that  are  using  grains  that  are  produced  in  this  area, 
and  of  course  that's  something  that  just  can't  be  handled  at 
all  on  a  ferry.   I  work  summers  and  falls  as  a  feeder  calf  repre- 
sentative working  the  Lewistown,  Winnett  and  Jordan  areas,  so 
I  cross  that  ferry  quite  a  lot.   It  is  such  that  in  order  to 
be  safe  to  get  across  you  just  about  have  to  make  a  call  down 
in  there  before  you  start  out.   I  made  a  mistake  one  evening 
and  didn't,  I  got  to  the  site  at  9:30,  found  the  ferry  stranded 
out  in  the  middle  of  the  river,  forty-five  miles  back  to  Big 
Sandy  to  Fort  Benton,  to  Geraldine,  to  Stanford.   So  instead 
of  Lewistown  at  10:30  in  the  evening,  it  was  Lewistown  at  2:30 
in  the  morning.   Really  summing  this  thing  up,  we  need  and  want 
a  year  long  crossing,  we  need  and  want  a  dependable  crossing, 
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we  need  and  want  a  crossing  on  which  you  can  handle  farm  produce, 
to  take  advantage  of  market  conditions  and  whatever.  The  bridge 
is  the  only  means  of  providing  it,  so  we  would  certainly  ask 
that  the  proposed  bridge  be  constructed  as  soon  as  feasible. 


ANDERSON: 


Thank  you,  sir. 
Go  ahead. 


Someone  else  have  any  comments,  pro  or  con. 


SKAALURE: 


ANDERSON ; 
RbTLEDGE; 


ANDERSON: 
STALLCOP: 


Don,  I  might  make  a  further  comment,  Skaalure  for  the  record. 
I  think  we  have  a  real  good  road,  Route  236  down  to  the  ferry, 
it's  a  very  feasible  road  to  build  and  maintain  and  your  snow 
problems  are  minimum.   In  talking  to  the  Fergus  County  Commissioners 
they  assured  me  that  if  this  thing  showed  any  sign  of  a  possibil- 
ity that  they  were  going  to  concentrate  some  of  their  secondary 
money  and  road  building  funds  into  that  area  just  south  of  the 
P.N.  crossing  going  towards  Winifred.   As  you  know  they've  got 
black  top  up  to  Winifred,  and  it's  a  matter  of  about  20  some 
miles  from  Winifred  to  the  ferry  that  seems  to  be  our  problem 
at  the  present.   But,  like  they  say,  any  road  is  no  better  than 
its  weakest  link,  and  I  think  right  now  our  ferry  is  the  weakest 
link  in  this  road  proposition.   In  the  past  six  years,  I'm  sure 
that  the  traffic  on  the  road  from  Fort  Benton  to  Lewistown  has 
more  than  doubled  and  I  think  that  these  roads  are  going  to  have 
to  have  some  kind  of  relief  in  diverting  traffic.   I'm  sure 
that  if  you  look  at  these  maps  of  the  amount  of  traffic  that 
the  various  roads  are  carrying,  there's  a  tremendous  amount  of 
traffic  on  No.  2,  in  going  to  Great  Falls  and  towards  Lewistown 
and  some  of  this  stuff  is  coming  across  from  the  north  end  and 
I  think  that  we  would  divert  an  awful  lot  of  that  on  this  road. 
If  we  can  have  less  traffic,  I  think  this  means  our  roads  are 
going  to  be  a  little  safer  and  a  little  easier  to  take  care  of. 
Thank  you. 

Thank  you  again.   Someone  else? 

I'm  Lester  Rutledge,  and  I  was  right  in  the  midst  of  this  bridge 
for  many  years,  and  I  thought  that  we  had  this  bridge  paid  and 
bought,  to  be  delivered  there,  but  between  some  conniving  and 
I  find  too,  that  if  you  go  against  the  establishment  you  get 
your  head  cut  off,  so  I  went  that  way.   But  I'd  like  to  affirm 
what  Ed  Blazek  said,  he  was  helping  on  it,  and  I'd  like  to 
affirm  what  our  commissioner  Dale  Skaalure  said,  and  the  bridge 
would  be  an  economical  help  to  all  the  farmers  that  are  raising 
feed  to  move  into  the  Yellowstone  River  because  there  is  going 
to  be  more  cattle  there,  they're  going  to  have  more  cattle  every- 
where with  less  wheat,  because  wheat  is  the  minor  part  of  your 
diet.   So  I  firmly  say  let's  have  the  bridge  the  quicker  the 
better.   Thank  you. 

Thank  you.   The  gentleman  over  here. 

Emmett  A.  Stallcop  from  Havre,  Montana.   I  was  asked  by  Mayor 
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ANDERSON: 
K.OLOGI : 


Good  of  the  administration  of  the  city  of  Havre  to  speak  on 
his  beha  f,  and  on  behalf  of  the  administration  of  the  city  in 
support  of  this  bridge.   We  see  that  there  are  many  advantages 
to  be  gained  from  it,  not  only  from  the  farmers  and  ranchers, 
but  even  from  the  more  far  removed  towns  and  communities.   The 
increase  in  transportation  and  travel  back  and  forth  in  tourist 
travel,  it'll  be  a  general  boost  to  the  whole  area  and  we  cer- 
tainly support  it.   Now  speaking  on  behalf  of  myself,  I  don't 
think  there  is  anybody  that  enjoys  float-boating  on  the  Missouri 
more  than  1  do.   I  have  floated  the  river  many  many  times  over 
the  last  16  or  17  years  at  least,  and  personally  I  can't  see 
how  a  bridge  in  the  area  of  the  P.N,  Lohse  Ferry  would  in  any- 
way destroy  or  damage  float-boating  on  the  river.   There's  noth- 
ing there  that  would  not  be  in  anyway  affected,  that  would  ad- 
versely affect  the  boating  on  the  river.  In  fact  it  would  prob- 
ably improve  things  in  that  immediate  area,  for  the  one  * h » ng 
that  was  mentioned  by  the  commissioner  on  the  boats  trying  to 
get  out  of  the  river  at  the  P.N,  Ferry.   It  would  be  a  benefit 
if  there  was  a  bridge  so  rhar  there  didn't  have  to  be  a  tie  up 
of  automobiles  that  happen  to  get  there  at  the  same  time,  un 
fortunately  at  the  same  time  a  bunch  of  boaters  got  there  that 
wanted  out.   It's  a  poo'  situation  to  get  boats  in  and  out  at 
that  point  if  there  happens  to  be  a  lot  of  traffic  on  the  high- 
way at  the  time.   And  a  bridge  would  certainly  alleviate  that 
wirhout  in  anyway  detracting  fron  t he  view  to  b*  nad  from  the 
river.   Thank  you. 

Thank  you,  sir.   Yes  Steve,  you  had  sonre  thing  over  here. 

Jusr  sirring  here  I  had  a  few  more  thoughts.   There's  been 
mention  made  of  the  erosion  on  those  banks  just  upstream  from 
the  present  ferry  and  along  there  by  the  campground.   Now  as 
a  part  of  our  bridge  project  assuming  that  we  did  put  in  a 
bridge-  we  would  try  to  do  something  with  those  banks  to  stabi- 
lize then,  because  we  just  couidnt  tolerate  putting  a  new 
b  ldge  in  there  and  then  having  the  approaches  wash  out.   So 
we  would  have  to  do  something  to  help  stabi 1 ize those  banks  and 
try  and  control  it.   While  sitting  here  before  the  hearing  visit- 
ing with  Mv .  Pur ledge,  he  mentioned  that  in  the  years  past  when 
there  was  talk  of  a  bridge  here  and  they  had  been  pushing  for 
it  at.  that  time  on  the  Winifred  side,  they  were  looking  at  the 
road  towards  Winifred  which  would  go  right  up  Dog  Creek  towards 
Winifred,  rather  than  going  on  up  'he  Judith  and  then  climb 
that  steep  hill.   Well  we  really  haven't  looked  very  seriously 
at  going  up  Dog  Creek.   Now  we  might  hear  more  about  that  t 
morrow  night  in  Winifred,  I  don't  know,  but  our  basic  reason 
for  staying  away  from  Dog  Creek  was  that  it  sashays  back  and 
forrh  from  one  side  of  that  canyon  to  the  other,  so  we  felt 
we'd  have  trouble  with  the  creek,  we'd  either  be  crossing  it 
a  lot  of  times  or  else  channel  changing  it.   Also,  we  didn't 
feel  that  it  would  serve  as  much,  that  a  road  generally  follow- 
ing the  present  road  would  serve  more  people s      but  here  again 
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we  might  be  wrong  and  if  there  are  people ,  particularly  on  the 
Winifred  side  that  want  us  to  look  closer  at  a  road  up  Dog  Creek 
we'll  do  that,   I  might  mention  a  little  bit  that  hasn't  been 
mentioned.   We  put  out  this  environmental  statement,  this  is 
something  that  is  required  by  both  state  and  federal  laws .   All 
the  comments  we've  got  back  from  Montana  have  been  favorable,. 
I  don't  think  we've  got  a  thing  back  from  anybody  in  Montana 
being  against  this  project.   But  we  have  got  comments  from  Denver, 
from  Arizona 5  New  Mexico  or  Nevada  someplace  like  that,  I  don't 
even  remember  where ,  but  it's  surprising  there  are  groups  from 
out-of-state  that  are  against  this  bridge.   Why  they  would  even 
be  concerned,  it's  hard  to  say,  but  they  say,  well  they  floated 
this  river  and  somebody  even  made  the  comment  that  putting  a 
bridge  in  this  section  of  wild  river  would  be  like  cutting  the 
Mona  Lisa  in  half.   So  I  just  thought  you  would  get  a  t  Lck  out 
of  that. 


ANDERSON : 
HALTER: 


Thank  you  Steve. 

My  name  is  Jerry  Halter  and  I  live  right  in  the  area  of  the 
bridge.   It  kind  of  gets  me  that  people  from  out  of  state  would 
try  and  dictate,  they  re  only  here  in  the  summertime  and  I'll 
guarantee  you  there's  been  none  come  down  the  river  in  the  last 
four  months. 


ANDERSON 


I'll  mention  again,  we  have  a  pamphlet  over  here  for  those  who 
speak,  would  you  please  sign  it.   We  want  to  get  the  spelling 
of  your  name  correct  in  the  transcript.   Yes  commissioner,  go 
ahead. 


SKAALURE: 


Pretty  soon  you'll  think  my  name  is  Johnny- Jump- Up  instead  of 
something  else.   But  when  the  gentleman  was  talking  about  the 
ferry,  it  reminded  me  of  one  of  our  problems,  I  don't  know  how 
I  forgot  it.   You  may  not  be  aware  of  it  but  this  ferry  cable, 
the  power  cable,  is  down  there  about,  oh,  anywhere  from  in  the 
water  to  about  five  feet  above  the  water,  and  this  thing  is  present 
all  the  time  when  the  ferry  is  in  operation.   So  we  get  a  lot. 
of  people  coming  down  the  river  and  some  of  them  aren't  watch- 
ing where  they're  going  and  some  of  them  don't  think  that  that 
cable  is  there  and  so,  lo  and  behold  they  run  into  this  thing. 
We've  had  one  lady  about  knocked  out,  they  brought  her  to  shore 
and  she  finally  got  her  breath  back.   We  had  one  fellow  I  under- 
stand lost,  a  rifle  or  a  shotgun  in  the  river,  caught  him  off 
balance  and  he  saved  himself  but  lose  his  gun,  and  he  was  going 
to  threaten  the  county  to  pay  for  his  gun.   We've  had  a  couple 
of  people  get  their  heads  cut  and  this  Last  issue,  I  had  a  Letter 
from  the  corps  of  engineers,  which  was  relayed  to  me  from  a 
gentleman  in  an  area  of  the  state  reminding  me  of  what  we  had 
to  do  with  this  ferry,  that  we  couldn't  have  that  ferry  in  the 
water  without  that  cable  being  ten  feet  above  the  water.   Well 
I  don't  know  how  many  of  you  are  familiar  with  this  ferry  and 
this  cable,  but  it's  a  physical  impossibility  to  get  that  ten 
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feet  above  the  water.   And  then  of  course  we're  monkeying  with 
keeping  this  cable  tight,  at  the  right  tension,  so  the  river 
goes  down  a  foot  and  the  river  goes  up  a  foot.   Guess  what  this 
does  to  a  chunk  of  cable  that's  725  feet  long?   So  it's  one  of 
those  physical  things  that  we  have  to  wrestle  with,  we've  been 
trying  to  figure  out  some  kind  of  a  patent,  thinking  about  may- 
be we  ought  to  put  some  buoys  out  in  the  river  there  in  that 
sand  bar  that  will  diggle  the  dong  a  little  bit,  but  this  is 
a  problem.   There's  a  lot  of  traffic  on  this  thing,  people  come 
floating  down  in  canoes  and  boats  and  when  this  scenic  river 
group  from  Fort  Benton  comes  along,  why  we  get  cooperating  with 
them  pretty  good  because  they  come  next  to  the  ferry  and  it's 
high  enough  where  this  thing  comes  off  of  the  arm  of  the  ferry 
that  they  can  get  underneath  it.   But  with  this  new  constitution 
where  it  talks  about  sovereign  immunity  or  lack  of  sovereign 
immunity,  why  we  can  just  see  the  woods  full  of  shyster  lawyers 
and  people  with  problems  in  regards  to  our  power  cable.   So, 
this  is  a  very  real  problem  for  us  on  all  of  our  ferries,  but 
the  Judith  is  the  worst  because  they've  got  the  biggest  expanse, 
725  feet  of  cable.   Thank  you. 

GIPE:  Jim  Gipe.   I  might  add  here  that  our  house  bill,  recreational 

scenic  river  bill,  House  Bill  133  in  this  area  that  we're  talk- 
ing about  would  be  a  recreation  area,  which  in  turn,  a  bridge 
would  be  permitted  on  it  and  I  think  the  federal  bill  or  regula- 
tion of  that  bill  that  they're  trying  to  get  through  is  the 
Wild  Scenice  and  Recreational  River,  it  would  also  be  classified 
as  a  recreation  area  through  here  and  that  also  would  permit  a 
structure.   Another  thing  that  might  be  mentioned  is  that  to 
conform  with  Coast  Guard  regulations,  we'd  have  to  have  -  the 
low  girder  would  have  to  be  at  least  20  feet  above  high  water 
and  it'd  have  to  be  at  least  a  100  foot  clear  span  between  piers 
for  boating,  etcetera  on  the  river. 

ANDERSON:        I  might  ask  one  question  here.   Does  anyone  in  the  audience  have 
any  information  on  this  Federal  Wild  River  Act?  The  one  that 
Mr.  Gipe  just  referred  to.   I  know  there  has  been  some  hearings 
I  don't  know  if  theyve  been  in  this  area  or  not,  but  I  believe 
this  is  the  last  month  for  the  hearings  if  I'm  not  mistaken. 
If  anybody  has  any  information  on  it  we  d  appreciate  it  if  you 
know  of  any  definite  committements  that  have  come  out  of  those 
hearings.   Any  further  testimony.   Yes  sir. 

ELLIS:  I  can  tell  you  just  a  little  bit  about  the  National  Wild  and 

Scenic  Rivers  Act,  the  bill  that  is  more  or  less  pending.   The 
hearings  I  believe,  I  don't  know  if  there  are  going  to  be  any- 
more, I  doubt  it.   Those  of  you  who  were  at  the  local  hearing 
probably  remember  that  there  were  three  alternatives  proposed 
under  the  National  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act  concerning  the 
total  length  of  the  river  to  be  included  and  the  boundaries, 
the  total  acreage  on  either  side  of  the  river.   Three  different 
alternatives  and  these  alternatives  following  the  hearing  will 
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be  presented  to  a  committee  in  Washington,  they  will  resolve 
which  of  these  alternatives  is  best  and  then  it  will  be  written 
up  in  the  form  of  a  bill  and  submitted  to  Congress  and  that,  as 
I  understand  it  is  where  it  is  now.   Really  no  committments  and 
no  definite  stand  yet  on  the  Wild  Scenic  Rivers  Act. 


ANDERSON 


Thank  you.   I  appreciate  that 
man  right  here. 


Any  further  comments?  Gentle- 


HYATT : 


My  name  is  N.  J.  Hyatt  from  Havre.   I'm  the  president  of  Highway 
Two  Association.   It  is  our  concern  always  that  anything  that 
is  done  for  the  betterment  of  all  the  people  is  the  thing  that 
we're  behind.   And  this  group  of  people  here  today  have  signi- 
fied one  thing  to  me,  that  this  road  is  a  very  vital  road  to 
be  used  at  all  times,  and  in  order  to  get  across  the  river  365 
days  out  of  the  year,  you  must,  have  your  bridge.   I  can  assure 
you  that  we  in  the  Highway  Two  Association  will  do  everything 
we  can  to  give  you  any  help  and  if  we  have  any  questions  what- 
soever with  the  state  highway,  which  we  don't,  we'll  still  be 
working  in  there  for  you.   Also  the  people  in  Havre  are  very 
concerned  about  you  people  having  a  thorough  road  that  you  can 
use  365  days  out  of  the  year.   We're  for  the  betterment  of  all 
people  concerned.   I've  been  selfish  in  the  past,  I  was  one  of 
the  people  that  wanted  the  dam,  matter  of  fact,  on  the  way  down 
here  today  I  was  still  thinking  about  a  dam.   But  I've  had  my 
turnabout  today  and  I  don't  mind  admitting  it.   And  I  think 
getting  together  like  you  people  have  here,  the  voices  that 
are  willing  to  get  up  and  speak  for  the  betterment  of  your  road, 
your  bridge.   I'm  of  the  opinion  that  you  deserve  it.   Everybody 
that  had  the  chance  to  drive  to  the  wildlands  of  the  Missouri 
will  like  you  for  doing  it,  and  I  again  say  on  behalf  of  Highway 
Two  Association,  I  hope  that  you  are  able  to  get  it. 


ANDERSON: 
EBAUGH : 


Thank  you  sir.   Further  comments? 

My  name  is  Harold  Ebaugh,  I'm  also  from  Havre.   I'm  general 
manager  of  both  Hill  County  Electric  Co-operative  and  Triangle 
Telephone.   IJ11  speak  first  on  their  behalf  and  then  I'll  speak 
on  my  own.   First  of  all  we  have  power  lines  and  telephone  lines 
on  both  sides  of  the  river  and  obviously  we  are  very  very  con- 
cerned about  getting  across  for  maintenance  and  operation.   We 
serve  the  town  of  Winifred  telephone  facilities, we  serve  the 
military,  Minuteman  Missile  Site  over  there,  so  it's  very  im- 
portant that  we  get  there  at  a  reasonable  time.   We  would  like 
to  see  some  method  of  transportation  across  that  river  provided 
for  365  days  of  the  year.   At  the  present  time  we  fly,  most  all 
the  time  during  the  winter  and  of  course  we  use  the  ferry  in 
the  summertime.   When  it's  impossible  to  fly  we  have  to  go  by  the 
Robinson  Bridge  or  the  Fort  Benton  Bridge  and  it's  considerable 
time,  so  we're  very  deeply  interested  in  this.   Now  if  I  can 
speak,  as  Harold  Ebaugh,  private  citizen.   Because  so  many  of 
these  friends  of  mine  have  spoke  here  on  behalf  of  their  bridge 
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and  on  behalf  of  the  needs  for  these,  things  .  .  .   Well  there 
can  be  no  misunderstanding  about  how  I  feel  about  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Missouri  River,  because  I  have  been  an  ardent  sup- 
porter of  High  Cow  Creek  Dam  and  High  Fort  Benton  Dam  for  many 
many  years.   It's  true  that  it  may  never  become  a  reality,  the 
High  Cow  Creek  Dam,  and  perhaps  the  location  of  High  Cow  Creek 
Dam  would  not  serve  the  interest  of  the  people  in  the  populated 
areas  as  well  as  the  bridge.   For  my  primary  concern  for  years 
to  come  is  that  Montana  water  better  be  saved  in  Montana,  and 
we  damn  well  better  be  saving  the  water  in  that  Missouri  River 
for  our  kids  and  our  grandkids  to  come.   We  better  do  it  by  a 
dam.   We're  running  short  of  power,  you  hear  about  the  energy 
shortage,  as  all  of  you  know  about  that  river  there's  a  million 
kilowatts  of  firm  electric  energy  going  down  that  river  every- 
day.  We  need  to  harness  it.   It's  the  cleanest  type  of  power 
that  you  can  get,  it's  hydroelectric.   I  would  wish  that  we 
could  work  out  someway  to  have  our  eggs  and  our  cake  and  eat 
it  too.   I  recognize  the  people  who  float  that  river,  I  see 
them  every  -  oh,  not  every  day  but  quite  a  few  days  out  of  the 
year  when  I  fly  that  river  myself.   A  lot  of  you  don't  know 
but  that  river  has  a  great  historical  meaning  to  me  because 
in  1876  my  dad  was  the  second  white  boy  in  Montana  that  came 
up  that  river.   But  he's  gone  like  many  other  people  are  gone 
and  it  probably  will  change  many  times  before  it  dries  up.   I 
think  some  changes  must  be  made  in  it.   I'm  not  in  favor  of 
the  Wild  Rivers  Bill,  not  at  all,  I  don't  want  it  in  that  form 
where  we  could  never  generate  it  or  use  it  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people.   I  don't  think  enough  people  are  going  to  get  enough 
benefit  out  of  it.   If  any  of  you  have  ever  been  across  the 
river  or  across  the  mountains  and  watched  the  Kootenai  River  being 
dammed  at  Libby  Dam  and  seen  the  land  that  has  been  destroyed 
over  there,  you  would  come  back  and  say  why  didn't  we  build 
it  on  the  Missouri  River  instead  of  destroying  that  beautiful 
country  over  there.   I  know  each  and  everyone  of  you  that  we 
serve  power  and  telephone  to  on  that  river.   I  know  each  and 
everyone  of  you  and  how  much  land  you  would  probably  lose  under 
that  thing,  and  I'm  sorry  I  would  have  to  still  take  the  same 
position.   Yes,  we  do  want  a  crossing  across  the  Missouri  River 
we'd  do  everything  in  the  world  to  do  it,  but  I  would  hope  that 
by  God  some  way  you  could  figure  out  a  way  to  save  the  water 
in  that  river,  design  your  bridge  if  you  must,  in  such  a  way 
that  the  dam  could  be  built  in  someday  and  not  indebted  with 
water  down  there.   It's  important  that  we  keep  this  water  in 
Montana.   Thank  you. 

ANDERSON:       Thank  you,  sir.   Any  further  comments?   Quite  a  large  crowd 

here  this  afternoon.   Everyone  in  favor  of  the  bridge?   Anybody 
oppose?   I  get  no  comment  either  way.   No  that's  fine,  just 
checking  to  see  if  everyone  is  awake.   Do  we  have  any  further 
comments?   As  I  mentioned  before  we  will  accept  any  written 
statements  for  the  next  ten  (10)  days  if  you  would  send  them 
into  Helena,  we'll  attach  them  to  the  transcript.   What  little 
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HALTER: 


information  we  do  have  here  this  afternoon  is  available  at  Havre 
and  at  Great  Falls,  also  in  Helena,  and  if  you  would  care  to 
contact  Mr.  Flickinger  in  Havre,  he'll  keep  you  up  to  date  on 
the  progress  of  this  project.   Any  further  comments?   How  about 
the  highway  department,  anything  further  over  there.   Question? 

Have  you  got  more  on  some  of  the  mileages  on  these  link  roads 
and  more  information  on  it? 


ANDERSON 


Mr.  Gipe,  could  you  give  them  a  comparison  on  the  mileages  of 
the  roads  and  connecting  roads.   Is  that  what  you  are  referring 
to? 


GIPE: 


These  first  two  alternates,  one  and  two  are  both  approximately 
9%  miles.   Which  would  be  very  rough,  especially  this  green  one, 
alternate  two,  will  be  very  rough  country  to  go  through,  almost 
impossible.   This  number  two  crosses  a  lot  of  slide  areas.   I 
think  that  following  along  number  two  there  is  where  that  trail 
is  across  there  now.   We  were  across  there  last  fall  with  a 
four  wheel  drive.   Then  alternate  number  three  is  a  little  over 
12  miles,  about  12%  miles.   This  one  would  go  along  Birch  Creek, 
you'd  probably  cross  it  many  times,  there  would  be  some  channel 
changes  and  probably  cross  it  at  one  crossing,  you  follow  up 
Birch  Creek  till  you  come  to  Black  Coulee,  and  then  up  Black 
Coulee  to  get  up  on  the  bench  here  and  then  connect  up  with  the 
existing  Blaine  County  road  system. 


BLEHA : 


I  think  you  should  point  out  the  mileage  would  be  about  the 
same  from  that  pond  as  one  and  two,  because  you  would  be  saving 
some  miles  there. 


GIPE: 


Yes.   But  from  what  information  I  had  there  at  the  office  it 

would  be  about  12  miles  and  the  others  are  about  9%,  something 

like  that  for  the  other  two.   Does  that  answer  your  question? 

And  it  also  has  been  pointed  out  I  think  by  the  county  commissioners, 

it'd  probably  be  a  very  low  standard  road  if  there  was  one  across 

there. 


BLEHA : 
ANDERSON 

GIPE: 


How  much  difference  in  distance  between  the  bridge  sites? 

Explain  the  difference  in  mileage  between  the  four  alternate 
bridges  now,  Jim. 

Carl,  you  have  that  information  there?   We  didn't  break  it  out 
quite  that  way.   It's  to  scale  this  map  up  here,  one  inch  equals 
approximately  500  feet.   This  one  here,  this  is  the  present 
road  this  in  yellow  here,  and  they  would  have  to  for  this  one 
go  across  the  Judith  River  and  this  one  here  which  costs  consid- 
erably more  -  you  see  this  road  here  this  portion  after  this 
checkered  black  and  it  would  have  to  be  all  new  construction, 
whereas  some  of  these  others  down  here  where  there's  B,  C  and 
D,  and  any  other  possibilities  in  here  would  be  just  a  slight 
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increase.  Some  of  it  looks  like  it  would  be  shorter,  another 
would  be  just  a  little  bit  longer  than  the  existing  road  in 
there.   The  main  thing  is,  the  one  thing  we  tried  to  stay  out 
of  this  Fish  and  Game  lease  in  there  for  the  park  area3  which 
could  readily  be  done  as  this  line  here  will  indicate,,  and 
connecting  up  to  the  existing  road  system.   I  can't  tell  you 
just  how  far  this  is,  but  it  looks  like  it'd  be,  oh,  a  good 
15  inches,  I'm  just  guessing  on  the  map  here.   Are  you  referring 
to  the  mileage  upstream  or  to  the  ...   Oh  yes,  about  half 
a  mile.   I  thought  you  meant  the  connecting  roads  here,  your 
connection  to  the  bridge  approaches.   This  one.  here  would  be 
just  upstream  from  the  Judith  River  something  in  there.   These 
will  all  be  pretty  well  grouped  in  here,  just,  a  -  they  come  a 
1000  feet  in  here,  something  like  that.   Does  that  answer  your 
question? 


ANDERSON 


Any  further  questions  or  comments?   Would  you  come  up  to  the 
microphone  please. 


OPHUS: 
ANDERSON 


No,  I  was  just  wondering  what  the  cost  would  be? 

We've  got  some  awful  rough  figures.  They're  just  in  the  ba I  1 
park  figures  so  to  speak . 


SWANSON 


Excuse  me,  Don.   We  had  the  bridge  department  give  us  a  rough 
estimate  on  the  bridge;  which  would  be  two  12-foot  lanes,  and 
then  just  comparing  chem  to  the  length  of  what  it  would  be,  say 
scaling  if  off  of  there  and  we're  running  somewhere  between  a 
million  and  two  million  dollars  for  the  structure  and  the  ap= 
proaches . 


ANDERSON: 


Anyone  got  that  amount  of  money  laying  around  we'd  appreciate 
it.  Any  further  comments? 


OPHUS : 

ANDERSON 


Where  do  you  mail  in  written  statements? 

Department  of  Highways,  Public  Hearings  Unit,  Helena,  Montana. 
Come  up  and  I'll  give  you  the  address  right  after  the  meeting. 
The  engineers  will  stay  around  a  few  minutes  after  we  close 
the  formal  part  of  the  meeting  here;  You  might  wish  to  come 
up  and  look  at  the  displays  and  talk  over  any  personal  problems 
or  comments  you  wish  to  make  without  getting  them  on  the  records 
I  had  a  gentleman  over  here  that  was  standing  up,  did  you  want. 


MORAVEC : 


My  name  is  Frank  Moravec ,  I'd  like  to  speak  for  the  ranchers 
in  southern  Blaine.  County.   I  own  land  down  at  the  end  of 
that  road  there,  the  proposed  intermediate  road.   I  think  itcs 
very  important,  that  we  have  a  bridge  in  that  area  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  roads  there  are  impassable  when  it's  wet, 
and  for  chat  reason  alone  that  if  anybody's  been  on  that  road 
they  can  verify  that.   There's  a  lot  of  traffic  both  from  Havre 
through  to  Lewistown,  it's  a  big  thing  for  all  the  people  involved 
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in  that  area,  so  I  strongly  support  this  bridge. 

ANDERSON:       Thank  you  sir.   If  there  be  no  further  comments  then  we'll  give 
consideration  to  bringing  the  formal  part  of  the  hearing  to  a 
close.   For  some  of  you  that  spoke  who  came  in  late,  we'd  like 
to  get  you  to  sign  this  pamphlet  over  here,  we  need  to  get  the 
spelling  of  your  name  correct.   Also  any  of  you  that  are  inter- 
ested in  another  hearing,  we'll  be  in  Winifred  tomorrow  night 
at  8:00  p.m.  on  this  same  subject.   Anything  further  from  the 
highway  department?   I  want  to  thank  you  all  for  your  attendance 
this  afternoon  and  the  comments  that  you  made  and  hopefully 
we'll  get  you  a  bridge.  I  wouldn't  predict  any  date,  but  we're 
starting  on  the  early  stages  of  it,  and  as  soon  as  the  money 
is  available  we'll  be  ahead  of  the  game  that  far,  anyway  we'll 
have  the  studies  made.   I  want  to  thank  you  again  and  good 
afternoon. 
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Mr.  Harry  J.  Anderson 

Director  of  Highways 

Montana  State  Highway  Commission 

Helena,  Montana  59601 

March  1,  1973 

Dear  Mr.  Anderson 

In  reply  to  your  letter  of  January  26,  1973*  regarding  pro- 
posed construction  of  a  bridge  oyer  the  Missouri  River  in  the 
general  area  North  of  Winifred,  Montana,  my  comment  is  as 
follows: 

The  residents  of  this  area  are  almost  unanimous  in  their 
support  of  this  project,  as  they  feel  that  it  would  be  a 
definite  boon  to  the  local  economy  and  facilitate  transporta- 
tion to  the  Southwestern  section  of  the  State. 

In  the  past  there  has  been  a  lack  of  continuous  Perry  serrice 
in  the  Winter  due  to  ice,  and  in  the  Summer  due  to  low  water. 
Cattlemen  and  Sheepmen  in  this  area  are  particularly  enthus- 
iastic over  this  proposed  project  as  much  of  their  marketing 
Is  done  in  the  City  of  Lewis  town. 

I  feel  thet  any  disadvantages  as  far  as  "Environmental  Impact" 
is  concerned  would  be  negligible  and  far  overshadowed  by  the 
advantages  to  be  gained.   Further,  the  view  and  appreciation 
of  projected  and  established  Historic  Sites  would  be  more 
accessible  to  the  general  public. 

Sincerely  Yours, 


^|/vw  ^fy^^^Usuiy 


GLENN  L.  HUMPHREY 
Mayor 


Sandy  Rotary  Club  I 
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DEPARTMENT  OP  HIGHWAYS 
PUBLIC  HEARINGS  UNIT 
HELENA,  MT     59601 

! 

Our  club,  at  the  regular  weekly  meeting  thi»  evening,  Toted 
unanimously  in  support  of  the  new  proposed  bridge  on  the 
Missouri  River  between  Big  Sandy  and  Winifred. 
It  is  al»o   their  wishes  that  this  same  aotion  taken  by 
them  be  conveyed  to  you  for  your  information  and  guidance „ 
tfe  are  sincerely  hopeful  that  this  prop^al  will  bear  fruit 
sooner  than  expected,   somehow  or  someway.   The  old  timers 
have  discussed  this  all  my  life  in  this  area  and  that  is 
adding  up  to  almost  sixty  years.  What  a  blessing  this  will 
eventually  be  for  those  residing  in  this  north  oentral 
Montana  that  has  been  so  frustrated  and  hemmed  in  so  long, 
during  the  greater  pa*t  of  each  year. 

Thank  you  for  a  very  nice  conducted  hearing  at  Big  Sandy  at 
the  high  school  auditorium  today. 


Odin  H.  Bl-^ckhus 

P.  0.  Box  70 

Big  Sandy,  MT     59520 
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Leer  Sir; 

WE  AEe  in   favor   of  a  bridge  crossing  the  Missoiri    River 
northwest  of  Winiired. 

We  would  rather   see  the  "bridge  connect  with  the   exissting  6o 
roads  than   to   damage  any  more  of  the  Historic   site  that  are 
8  LI   ready  in  danger  from  developers. 

The  recreation   site  of  the  fish  end  game   dept  must  not 
be  moved. 

This  is   fragile  land,    roads   cannot   "be  built    just  any- 
where. 


Sincerely  your- a, 
Ray  Blitz 
secietay. 
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THE    USE    OF    EACH    AC-.    O  -     A  ;,  p  I CU  LTUR  AL    LAND    WITHIN    ITS    CAPABILITIES 

«HO     THE 
-     EACH     ACRK    OF     AGRICULTURAL    LANO     IN     ACCORDANCE    WITH     ITS     NEE^     FOR     PROTECTION.     ANO     lMf«OVEfl 


FERGUS   COUNTY  SOIL    AND   WATER    CONSERVATION     DISTRICT 

BOX     107S 


LEW1STOWN       MONTANA     5945T 


March  30,  1973 


Mr.  H.  J.  Anderson 
Director  of  Highways 
Department  of  Highways 
Helena,  Montana   59601 

Attention*   Grover  0.  Powers,  Supervisor 
Pre-Construction  Section 


Site  Study 
NV7  of  Winifred,  Montana 


Dear  Mr.  Powers: 


The  Fergus  County  Conservation  District  Board  of  Supervisors, 
after  due  deliberation  and  discussion,  has  gone  on  record  in 
support  of  the  plans  to  construct  a  bridge  over  the  Missouri 
River  northwest  of  Winifred,  Montana.   Concerning  the  location 
of  the  bridge  the  members  of  the  board  did  not  feel  they  were 
qualified  to  select  one  of  the  alternative  sites  and  felt  that 
this  decision  should  be  left  to  the  engineers  in  your  depart- 
ment.  However,  the  opinion  was  expressed  that  the  problems 
with  the  shale  which  have  been  encountered  with  the  Fred 
Robinson  bridge  should  be  avoided  if  at  all  possible. 

I  personally  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  statement  and 
found  it  to  be  most  comprehensive  and  informative.   It  con- 
stitutes a  job  well  done  and  the  department  is  to  be  commended. 
The  board  sincerely  hopes  that  money  can  be  found  in  the  near 
future  to  finance  the  construction  of  this  bridge. 


Since re ly*  J  . 

Bradley  B.  Parrish,  Chairman 
Board  of  Supervisors 
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TRANSCRIPT  OF  A  CORRIDOR  PUBLIC  HEARING 
RELATING  TO  THE  LOCATION  OF  ALTERNATE  BRIDGE 
SITES  WITH  APPROACH  ROADS  IN  THE  AREA  OF  THE 
LOHSE-P.N.  FERRY  ON  THE  MISSOURI  RIVER  NORTHWEST  OF  WINIFRED,  MONTANA 

PROJECT:  RS  68  (6) 


HELD  IN  THE  HIGH  SCHOOL  GYMNASIUM 
WINIFRED,  MONTANA 
TUESDAY,  MARCH  13,  1973  AT  8:00  P.M. 


Transcript  prepared  by: 

Preconstruction  Division 
Department  of  Highways 
April  13,  1973 


The  following  is  a  transcript  of  a  Corridor  Public  Hearing  held  in  the  high 
school  gymnasium  in  Winifred,  Montana  on  Tuesday,  March  13,  1973  at  the  hour 
of  8:00  p.m.,  relating  to  the  location  of  alternate  bridge  sites,  with  approach 
roads  in  the  area  of  the  Lohse-P.N-  Ferry  on  the  Missouri  River  northwest  of 
Winifred,  Montana.  The  location  of  this  proposed  project  will  be  in  Chouteau, 
Blaine  and  Fergus  Counties,  and  will  include  a  spur  road  on  the  north  side  of 
the  Missouri  River  connecting  the  road  from  the  Jensen  Ferry  site  some  twelve 
miles  downstream  and  Montana  Secondary  Highway  No  236.  This  spur  road  will 
run  somewhat  parallel  to  the  Missouri  River  and  will  allow  the  closure  of  the 
Jensen  Ferry  north  of  Winifred,  Montana 

The  hearing  was  attended  by  the  following  Department  of  Highways  personnel: 

Richard  W.  Freeman,  Supervisor-Division  Construction  Section,  Lewis  town 

James  R.  Hem,  Manager-Field  Right  of  Way  Unit,  Great  Falls 

Stephen  C.  Kologi ,  Manager-Location  and  Road  Design  Unit,  Helena 

James  G'pe,  Area  Engineer,  Helena 

Carl  A,  Swanson,  Engineer  in  Training,  Helena 

Bob  Samson,  Special  Assignments  Engineer,  Helena 

Don  D.  Anderson,  Manager-Pub li c  Hearings  Unit,  Helena 


TRANSCRIPT 


ANDERSON:     Good  evening,  ladies  and  gentlemen.  On  behalf  of  your  State  of 
Montana  Department  of  Highways,  I  would  like  to  welcome  you  to 
the  formal  part  of  this  public  hearing  this  evening.  We  had  a 
hearing  m  Big  Sandy  yesterday  afternoon  on  this  same  subject 
They  had  a  good  turnout,  but  I  think  you  folks  outdid  them  this 
evening.  Can  everyone  see  the  d^play  here?  Can  everyone  hear? 
Very  good.  When  I  said  formal  hearing,  we're  going  to  keep  this 
formal  only  m  that  we  wll  try  to  keep  order  so  everyone  can 
hear  end  everyone  that  wants  to  gets  a  chance  to  speak-  Now, 
tonight  we're  here  to  present  several  proposed  locations  of  a 
new  bridge  crossing  the  Missouri  River  northwest  of  Winifred, 
We  advertised  th^s  as  a  corridor  hearing,  a  location  hearing; 
however,  it  could  be  referred  to  in  more  technical  terms  as  a 
feasib' !  i  ty   study.  We're  in  the  \/ery   early  stages  of  the  devel- 
opment of  this  project  and  this  is  one  of  the  steps  in  this 
development,  is  referring  this  to  the  public  for  their  discussion 
and  comments   That's  what  we're  here  for  this  evening  is  your 
comments,  to  get  them  on  the  record  to  see  how  you  feel  about 
it. 

To  begin  with  tonight,  I  would  like  to  introduce  some  of  the 
highway  personnel  that  a^e  with  us.  We  have  Mr,  Bill  Freeman, 
Supervisor-Division  Construction  Section  from  Lewistown;  Nk - 
Jim  Hem,  Manager-Field  Right  of  Way  Unit  from  Great  Falls;  Mr. 
Steve  Kologi,  Manager-Location  and  Road  Design  Unit  from  Helena; 
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Mr.  Jim  Gipe,  Area  Engineer  from  Helena;  Mr,  Carl  Swanson, 
Engineer  in  Training  from  Helena.  This  is  Bob  Samson  on  the 
recorder  here,  and  I  am  Don  Anderson,  Manager-Public  Hearings 
Unit,  both  of  us  from  Helena,  (Applause) 

Thank  you.  At  the  present,  the  project  we're  speaking  of  tonight 
is  on  a  Federal  Aid  Secondary  System.  If  this  remains  as  such, 
and  if  the  new  Highway  Act  stays  in  effect,  the  participation  on 
the  financing  on  this  will  be  about  seventy-four  percent  federal 
funds  to  twenty-six  percent  state  matching  funds.  However,  this 
is  a  very  tentative  program   Like  I  said  before,  we  are  at  the 
^ery   early  stages  in  development  of  this  one,  and  we  are  not 
complete^  sure  on  the  financing  of  it  at  this  time.  Now  tonight 
we  have  two  presentations  we  would  like  to  give;  short  presenta- 
tions on  the  engineering  concepts  of  the  alternate  locations, 
and  also  a  right  of  way  presentation,  after  which  we  will  open 
it  up  for  comments  from  any  of  you  folks  who  wish  to  make  theirs 
So  at  this  t^me,  I  will  turn  the  meeting  over  to  Mr.  Gipe  for 
his  eng1 needing  presentation,  if  you  would  Jim. 

GIPE:         Thank  you  Don,  and  good  evening  ladies  and  gentlemen-  First  of 
all,  the  County  Commissioners  of  Chouteau,  Blaine  and  Fergus 
Counties  contributed  some  of  their  secondary  road  funds  for  this 
feasibility  study.  This  is,  as  I  say,  a  feasibility  or  a  possi- 
bility that  a  bridge  could  be  built,  and  probably  some  connecting 
roads.  On  April  20th  of  1972,  the  County  Commissioners  of  Blame, 
Chouteau  and  Fergus  Counties  met  in  Fort  Benton  to  select  a 
feasible  site  for  the  study  and  all  we^e  in  agreement  that  this 
Lohse  Ferry  site  would  be  the  one  that  would  best  serve  the  people 
At  that  time  we  had  expected  to  appear  before  you  people  with  our 
public  hearings  about  the  middle  of  November,  as  far  as  our  agenda 
was  set  up,  but  due  to  difficulties  and  items  beyond  our  control 
we  are  here  tonight   First  off,  the  study  was  a  feasibility  for 
a  new  bridge  site  to  replace  th'S  Lohse-P.N,  Ferry,  or  the 
Stafford  Ferry.  From  the  study  made  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
in  about  1970,  the  result  of  this  study  was  that  with  both  banks 
of  the  river  eroding  in  the  vicinity  of  the  present  ferry,  it 
would  take  considerable  riprappmg  and  channelization  to  correct 
this  and  there  are,  as  you  probably  know  -  several  of  you,  that 
there  are  sand  bars  being  formed  in  the  center  of  the  channel 
there  now,  whereas  at  sometime  or  other  it  is  going  to  be  impos- 
sible to  operate  the  ferry.  Part  of  their  study  was  made  that 
even  the  largest  ferry  would  be  just  a  stopgap  operation,  so 
that  is  what  precipitated  this  feasibility  of  the  bridge  study. 
So  these  various  colors  here  on  the  displays  -  I  don't  know 
whether  you  people  can  see  them  or  not  -  but  they  show  what 
possibly  could  be  done  as  a  crossing.  We  at  first  hoped  to  get 
by  with  a  short  environmental  statement  or  a  negative  declaration, 
■  but  we  had  sent  out  some  feeler  letters  and  there  was  quite  a 
clamor  or  a  demand  for  a  full  environmental  statement   So  now 
we  have  prepared  our  Draft  Environmental/Section  4(f)  Statement 
and  we  have  sent  this  out  sometime  ago  now  and  we  are   about  ready 
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to  prepare  our  final.  We  have  received  a  lot  of  letters  from  within 
the  State  of  Montana  and  some  from  organizations  outside  of  the 
state,  Some  of  them  are  for  the  bridge,  and  the  environmentalists 
and  the  river   floaters  are  more  or  less  against  it.  The  4(f)  part 
of  this  report  or  study  was  due  to  the  Fish  and  Game  having  a 
lease  for  a  park  area  on  the  north  side,  or  along  the  road  going 
to  Big  Sandy,  and  one  of  our  studies  was  coming  quite  close  to 
this  acreage  in  here  which  the  Fish  and  Game  would  like  to  have 
us  move.  This  was  across  public  land,  or  park  area,  which  requires 
a  4(f)  study,  Like  I  said  here,  there  were  some  alternates,  or  we 
considered  some  four  or  five  alternates  in  here  from  up  above  the 
Judith  River,  crossing  the  Missouri,  to  down  here  just  right  close 
to  the  present  ferry  crossing.  This  one  down  here,  Alternate  D, 
would  require  a  channel  change  at  Dog  Creek,  or  another  bridge 
across  Dog  Creek.  This  Alternate  C  here  was  more  in  our  line  of 
thinking,  which  means  it  could  be  moved  or  the  popular  site  could 
be  selected,  could  be  shifted  from  one  to  the  other,  but  the 
price  range  of  that  could  be  from  one  million  to  two  million 
dollars,  according  to  where  the  bridge  site  would  be.  Another 
part  of  our  study  was  potentially  a  feasibility  study  of  the 
connecting  roads  from  the  Blaine  County  road  system  over  to  the 
Big  Sandy  road  north  of  the  ferry,  or  the  bridge  crossing,  and  we 
have  made  some  studies  on  these  various  colored  lines  in  here  on 
the  display.  Also,  we  had  to  make  some  studies  on  the  possibility 
of  finding  a  better  grade  out  of  the  river  bottom  to  the  bench 
lands  up  here,  especially  south  of  the  river,  but  this  whole  area 
in  here  is  quite  subject  to  slides,  as  you  people  probably  know. 
Any  disturbance  of  the  present  highway  on  any  sites  we  tried  to 
find  through  here  -  any  cuts  -  our  geologists  figured  would  cause 
greater  slides   They  recommended  that  we  did  not  have  any  cuts 
greater  than,  say,  twenty  feet.  We  have  made  studies  up  towards 
this  79  Ranch,  and  other  studies  on  up  the  Judith  River,  but  the 
results  of  these  studies  showed  the  best  thing  to  do  was  probably 
improve  the  existing  road  coming  from  out  of  Reed  Hi1!,  or  up 
Reed  Hill.  There  can  be  some  improvement  in  there  and  give  quite 
a  serviceable  road.  I  believe  that's  all  I  have  to  say  right  at 
this  time  on  it. 

ANDERSON:      Thank  you,  Mr.  Gipe.  At  this  time  I'll  call  on  Mr,  Hein  for  a 
short  presentation  on  right  of  way  procedures  and  relocation, 

HEIN:        Thank  you  Don   On  behalf  of  the  right  of  way  department,  I  also 
want  to  thank  you  all  for  coming  for  the  presentation  tonight. 
I  think  of  the  numerous  public  hearings  that  I  have  attended  in 
the  past,  this  is  one  of  the  larger  turnouts  for  this  type  of 
hearing  I've  been  to,  and  I  think  you  all  should  be  congratulated 
in  taking  this  interest  in  your  public  highway  system,  Jim  has 
just  explained  to  you  the  construction  features,  generally,  of  the 
proposal  here  and  what  I'd  like  to  do  at  this  time  ^s  just  generally 
and  brief ly  outline  to  you  the  right  of  way  acquisition  procedures 
should  we  get  to  that  stage  where  we  firmly  say  "This  is  where  a 
road  and  bridge  will  be  constructed".  After  we  receive  the 
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authorization  to  construct,  I  am  given  the  authority  to  secure 
the  rights  of  way  necessary  to  accomplish  the  construct! on .  The 
first  individual  that  the  people  will  come  in  contact  with  who 
owns  land  in  the  area  that  we  desire  to  build  the  road  on  will 
be  the  staff  appraiser  from  my  office,  or  possibly  the  Billings 
office,  depending  which  one  gets  the  project,  When  the  appraiser 
contacts  you  I  do  request  that  you  do  confide  in  him,  and  all  of 
the  information  that  he  does  gain  from  you  will  be  held  In  the 
strictest  confidence  and  will  only  be  used  to  come  up  with  what 
we  consider  the  true  market  value  of  your  property,  There  might 
be  some  questions  that  you  may  feel  is  no  one's  business  other 
than  your  own,  but  you've  got  to  remember  that  an  appraiser  has 
to  have  certain  tools  in  order  to  come  up  with  an  answer  and  the 
information  you  do  give  him  does  aid  him  in  this  manner   After 
the  appra'ser  has  accomplished  his  appraisa*  on  you'  individual 
property,  I  have  the  review  appraiser  who  w>H  then  go  over  the 
report  to  ensure  that  nothing  was  omitted,  and  that  the  appraiser 
did  come  up  with  the  market  value  of  your  property.  After  the 
appraisal  has  been  approved,  the  next  individual  that  will  contact 
you  wou!d  be  the  staff  negotiator  out  of  the  right  of  way  office 
who  will  be  someone  other  than  the  appraiser  who  had  previously 
contacted  you   At  this  time  he  will  again  display  the  plans  to 
you,  showing  exactly  what  has  to  be  taken  for  the  right  of  way 
and  a  firm  offer  is  then  made,  and  1  would  like  to  emphasize  a 
little  bit  on  our  firm  offer   I  believe  some  of  you  might  have 
experienced  in  the  past  where  there  was  a  little  "horse-trading" 
that  went  on.  The  indiv'dual  would  feel  "Well,  we're  going  to 
start  out  low"  so  the  owner  would  start  out  high,  and  then  by 
the  time  you  resolved  to  a  final  dollar  sign  answer  you  feel 
everyone  is  satisfied   The  horse-trad'ng  days  hove  been  over  for 
sometime  and  we  feel  that,  as  we've  got  quite  an  nvestment  in 
the  appraisal  that  the  appraiser  has  consummated,  that  that  has 
got  to  be  the  true  answer  for  the  compensation  due  the  landowner. 
The  method  of  our  appraising  is  based  on  a  before'  and  'after' 
valuation,  and  I  should  explain  this,  that  the  before  situation 
is  as  your  property,  say,  exists  today;  that  the  app'a'ser  will 
come  up  with  the  valuation  under  that  premise.  Then  he  will, 
you  might  say,  assume  that  the  road  has  been  constructed  through 
your  property  and  come  up  with  a  second  valuation  of  your  property, 
The  difference  between  the  two  -  you  m-ght  say  two  appraisals  - 
is  the  total  just  compensation  due  the  owner   I  would  also  like 
to  make  you  aware  that  we  have  a  new  program  on  relocation  and 
I  believe  most  of  you      I  don't  think  I  brought  enough 
brochures  that  cover  our  relocation  program   It's  the  yellow 
one  that  was  back  on  the  table,  If  there  are  any  left,  I  would 
appreciate  it,  those  of  you  that  did  not  get  one  to  feel  free  to 
pick  one  up.  On  this  pa't'cular  project,  as  far  as  I  can  determine, 
there  will  be  no  relocation  problems  other  than  possibly  some  mov- 
ing of  personal  property  which  may  exist  within  the  alignment  that 
is  selected   We've  also  got  a  brochure,  a  green  one,  which  also 
explains  the  property  rights  of  the  owner,  which  is  also  back  on 
the  table  and  I  would  ask  that  you  do  p'ck  one  of  those  up  if  you 
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do  not  have  one.  The  only  other  thing  I  might  bring  up  at  this 
time  would  be  the  fencing  on  the  project.  Our  present  policy  is 
to  fence  all  primary  projects  for  the  safety  of  the  traveling 
public;  however,  I  think  on  a  program  such  as  this  the  problems 
would  be  fairly  complex  in  breaking  up  pastures,  watering  schemes 
and  so  forth,  so  I  think  we  will  probably  just  fence  those  areas 
that  are  currently  fenced.  In  other  words,  we  would  just  maintain 
the  present  closures  and  that  is  all.  Other  than  that,  I  believe 
that's  al 1  I  have  Don. 


ANDERSON 


DISSLY: 


ANDERSON 


Thank  you,  Jim.  Now  before  I  open  it  up  for  participation  from 
the  audience,  a  few  brief  reminders  of  our  procedures  here  this 
evening.  You  will  notice  we  are  using  microphones.  We  are 
recording  everything  that  i-s  being  said.  From  this  recording  we 
make  a  typewritten  transcript  that  is  furnished  to  our  engineers, 
to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration,  as  well  as  any  of  you  folks 
that  would  care  to  have  one.  If  you  wish  a  copy,  I'll  have  a 
pamphlet  over  here  on  this  far  table.  Give  us  your  name  and  your 
mailing  address  and  you  will  be  furnished  one  free  of  charge.  I 
nrght  mention,  any  of  you  who  speak  will  get  one  automatically. 
Now,  for  the  reason  of  the  recording,  we  do  ask  that  anyone  that 
has  a  statement  to  make  or  a  question  to  ask,  would  they  please 
come  up  to  the  microphone.  If  you're  a  little  bashful  we  may  be 
able  to  pass  it  back,  I  don't  believe  that  I've  got  enough  cord 
to  go  all  the  way  to  the  end,  but  come  up  to  the  microphone  if 
you  would  and  give  us  your  name;  who  you  represent   If  it  is 
just  yourself,  that's  sufficient.  Also,  we  will  accept  any  written 
statement.  If  you've  got  them  with  you  this  evening  I  will  accept 
them.  You  also  can  read  them  into  the  record  if  you  wish.  If 
not,  we  will  accept  them  here  and  they  will  be  attached  to  the 
transcript  and  given  review,  as  well  as  all  of  the  comments  here 
this  evening.  So  with  that,  I'll  open  it  up  to  the  floor.  Does 
someone  care  to  start  out?  I  did  notice  that  some  of  you  signed 
the  speaker's  list  here  in  front,  That  is  for  anyone  who  speaks 
and  I  won't  call  on  you,  so  just  get  up  automatically  whenever 
you  feel  like  it,  Someone  care  to  start  out?  Go  ahead  Mayor. 

My  name  is  Robert  L.  Dissly.  I'm  the  Mayor  of  the  city  of 
Lewistown  and  I  would  like  to  make  two  points  in  my  statement. 
I  have  had  in  my  hands  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  for 
sometime.  I've  had  the  city  engineer  and  our  engineering  depart- 
ment look  this  over  and  can  find  no  major  problems  along  this 
line.  The  second  point  is  that  I  would  like  to  reaffirm  that 
the  city  of  Lewistown  is  in  favor  of  placing  this  bridge  in  the 
general  vicinity  north  of  Winifred.  Thank  you  very   much  for 
offering  all  these  people  a  chance  to  appear  before  you  this 
evening.  It's  very   much  appreciated,  Thank  you 

Thank  you,  sir.  (Applause)  This  is  one  reason  the  public  hearings 
procedure  was  set  up,  so  that  we  do  get  to  the  public  early  enough 
in  the  stages  of  the  development  of  a  project  where  changes  can  be 
made  if  they  are  deemed  feasible.  Also,  we'd  like  to  have  your 
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vote  of  confidence  or  criticism,  whatever  you  may,  Someone  else? 

YOUNG:       My  name  Is  Charlie  Young  and  I  live  in  Lewistown.  I've  been  a 
resident  of  Fergus  County  since  1913,  I've  been  in  the  automo- 
tive business  for  over  40  years  and  I'm  presently  operating  some 
business  rental  property   Over  these  years  I've  watched  our 
people  move  forward  with  modern  tools  of  farming  and  livestock 
production  and  I  am  satisfied  that  Fergus  County,  as  well  as  our 
neighboring  counties  to  the  north  of  us,  are  making  a  substantial 
contribution  to  our  state  in  new  wealth  and  economic  security. 
Transportation  plays  a  yery   important  part  in  the  production  of 
farm  products,  as  well  as  getting  them  on  the  market.  Our  highways 
must  be  equal  to  the  best  if  we  are  to  remain  competitive  in  the 
agriculture  business.  The  weakest  link  in  our  network  of  roads  in 
Central  Montana  is  the  fact  that  we  have  a  dead  end  in  a  north  and 
south  road  through  the  center  of  our  state  and  this  handicaps  our 
financial  progress,  both  for  those  engaged  directly  in  farming  and 
ranching,  as  well  as  those  involved  in  other  business  enterprises,, 
The  two  ferries  north  of  Winifred  at  one  time  were  satisfactory  in 
their  day,  like  the  horse  and  buggy  was  good  transportation  before 
the  machine  age  was  born.  Our  needs  are  greater  now  and  the  ferries 
are  antique.  We  must  build  a  bridge  and  the  connecting  roads  to  it 
between  Winifred  and  Big  Sandy  of  the  highest  standards  and  be  able 
to  maintain  it  for  year  around  travel.  This  construction  demands 
first  priority  for  the  state,  and  all  of  the  counties  involved, 
where  their  secondary  money  would  be  allocated.  Thank  you. 

ANDERSON:     Thank  you.  (Applause)  Someone  else? 

LEHMAN:       I'm  Larry  Lehman.  I'm  the  Superintendent  of  Schools  here  in 

Winifred.  When  Charlie  was  talking  about  a  dead  end  in  Winifred, 
several  people  looked  at  me.  (Laughter)  It  is  sometimes  hard  to 
explain  to  people,  especially  up  north  on  the  other  side  of  the 
river,  how  you  do  get  to  Winifred  because,  basically,  that's  what 
you  do;  you  get  to  Winifred  and  then  you  don't  go  much  farther  a 
great  portion  of  the  year.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  life  of  a 
small  community  revolves  around  the  school  and  the  schoo1  depends 
on  its  existence  for  two  major  items;  namely,  children  and  tax- 
payers. The  smaller  schools  are  having  a  difficult  time  now, 
Enrollments  are  decreasing  throughout  the  entire  state  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  a  bridge  would  possibly  provide  potential  for 
leveling  of  the  population  in  the  community,  and  maybe  even  pro- 
vide the  possibility  for  increasing  the  population  because  of 
the  potential  development  of  tourist  industries  of  some  kind  or 
another.  I  think  too  that  the  bridge  would  certainly  strengthen 
communications  and  relations  between  communities  to  the  north 
along  the  Hi-Line  and  communities  south  of  the  river.  We  have 
traveled  from  time  to  time  to  some  of  the  communities  to  the 
north  for  different  althletic  events.  The  travel  time  and  mileage 
involved  is  considerable  when  you  consider,  as  the  crow  flies, 
they're  really  not  that  far  away  from  us,  but  when  we  have  to  go 
to  Hilger,  Roy,  Malta  and  that  way,  there's  a  lot  of  miles  and  a 
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a  lot  of  time  involved,  Something  else  -  I  don't  know  if  it's 
important  or  not  but  I  thought  I'd  mention  it   It  seems  to  me 
too  that  in  Central  Montana  we've  noticed  that  the  railroads  are 
pulling  out  to  a  certain  extent  in  the  smaller  communities.  We've 
lost  our  railroad  ties  between  Roy  and  Hilger  and  between  Winnett 
and  Grass  Range,  and  there's  a  good  possibility  that  sometime  in 
the  future  the  railroad  between  Winifred  and  Lewis town  may  go  out 
of  existence  also  and,  of  course,  we  are  primarily  an  agricultural 
community  and  our  agricultural  products  are  going  to  have  to 
travel  on  the  highway-  This  would  open  up  another  avenue  for 
getting  our  agricuUura1  products,  both  grain  and  livestock,  to 
the  markets.  On  behalf  of  some  of  the  students  of  the  school  here 
who  graduate:  We  do  send  quite  a  few  students  to  Northern  Montana 
College  in  Havre,  and  when  they  do  come  home  for  weekends  and 
through  the  vacations  they  do  have  a  lot  of  extra  miles  to  travel 
and  I  think  this  bridge  would  shorten  the  length  of  time  they 
would  have  to  be  on  the  road.  I  think  the  important  fact  overall 
is  that  it  probably  would  be  an  all-weather  highway.  Now  we  re 
dependent  on  the  ferry  for  a  few  months  out  of  the  year,  and  then 
sometimes  I've  spent  more  time  than  I'd  like  to  in  the  middle  of 
the  Missouri  River  with  the  ferry  stuck  on  a  sand  bar,  Thank 
you.  (Applause) 


ANDERSON 
PENNELL: 


Thank  you  for  your  comments,  sir 
right  there  in  front? 


Someone  else?  The  gentleman 


My  name  is  Donn  Pennel 1  ,  It  is  my  pleasure  to  represent  the 
Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  m  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of 
the  Roads  and  Highway  Committee  in  regards  to  the  project,  and 
I'm  here  to  speak  for  construction  of  this  project.  The  Lewistown 
area  has  been  actively  interested  in  such  a  project  for  many  years. 
I'm  sure  some  present  here  are  aware  of  concerted  efforts  to  build 
a  Missouri  Rive"-  Bridge  m  the  Winifred  area  as  far  back  as  the 
early  1920 ' s -  To  my  knowledge,  such  a  project  has  never  been  so 
close  to  accomplishment  as  is  represented  by  these  hearings  and 
we  are  \jery   pleased.  The  Chamber  feels  three  points  should  be 
made  at  this  hearing.  First,  we  wish  to  support  the  need  for  such 
a  project.  One  of  the  weakest  components  of  our  Central  Montana 
community  is  its  transportation  system.  Construction  of  this 
proposed  bridge  will  extend  the  reach  of  commerce  of  both  sides 
of  the  barrier,  the  Missouri  River,  and  will  provide  the  necessary 
linkage  between  Central  Montana  and  the  northern  counties.  Today's 
interests  in  Central  Montana  is  indicated  by  attached  petitions  in 
support  of  the  bridge.  I  have  here  some  937  signatures,  respresent- 
ing  108  separate  occupations,  in  dateline  37  communities,  and  are 
being  submitted  as  an  attachment  to  this  letter.  The  business 
community  of  each  of  our  cities  and  towns  are  totally  in  support 
of  this  project,  The  benefits  of  such  a  project  will  affect  our 
Central  Montana  citizens  by  enhancing  this  community,  augmenting 
its  economic  base,  and  making  our  area  a  better  place  in  which  to 
live  and  to  work   Second,  we  wish  to  comment  on  our  review  of 
the  draft  statement  for  the  proposed  bridge.  We  feel  that  the 
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report  is  a  good  one  and  that  it  discussess  all  components  of  the 
problem  fairly.  We  note  that  the  bridge  will  not  preclude  the 
river  from  being  used  for  recreational  and  irrigational  purposes, 
and  that  the  report  minimizes  the  importance  of  the  visual  impact 
of  the  addition  by  man  to  nature  on  behalf  of  the  well-being  of 
man.  We  conclude  this  balance  to  be  properly  taken  and  we  believe 
that  the  construction  of  the  project  should  not  be  affected  by 
minimal  considerations  of  visual  impact  of  a  bridge  in  an  other- 
wise primitive  area  and,  as  such,  constituting  a  valid  reason  for 
not  supporting  the  residents  of  the  surrounding  communities   And 
finally,  the  Chamber  feels  that  it  should  not  take  part  in  the 
determination  of  any  one  of  the  alternate  sites,  as  long  as  the 
project  meets  the  needs  of  our  area  in  Central  Montana   We  feel 
such  a  determination  should  be  based  on  engineering  studies,  some 
of  which  a»-e   yet  to  be  completed,  and  in  combination  with  the 
wishes  of  the  occupants  of  the  immediate  neighborhood  where  they 
can  offer  vahd  considerations  for  affecting  the  engineering 
studies.  In  conclusion,  the  worth  of  any  public  project  must  be 
measured  'n  terms  of  its  potential  contribution  to  the  wen-being 
of  the  community  served,  and  this  must  be  measured  by  its  effect 
on  the  individuals  of  the  community.  It  is  the  pleasure  of  the 
Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  to  agree  with  the  objectives 
of  this  project  and  to  support  it  in  any  way  it  can,  and  I  have 
an  aside  from  me.  I  was  visiting  this  afternoon  with  Charlie 
Cooley,  a  gentleman  of  Lewibtcwn,  and  his  one  word  was  "It's 
essential",  key  word  -  essential.  "It  win  open  up  whole  Canadian 
markets  to  the  Central  Montana  area"  and  this  is  true,  and  his 
conclusion  was  "It's  foolish  in  this  day  and  age  to  have  to  argue 
in  favor  of  a  bridge  which  wll  do  so  much  for  so  many  people". 
Thank  you. 


ANDERSON 
PENNELL: 


ANDERSON 
BUTCHER: 


Thank  you   (Applause) 

While  I'm  about  this,  I  would  like  to  thank  Mrs  Butcher  of  the 
Butcher  family  for  being  a  part  of  this  in  this  community  and 
doing  such  a  great  job  of  getting  this  petition  together,  and  I 
thmk  she  ought  to  get  a  little  hand  for  that.  There's  something 
going  on  here1  Mrs.  Butcher.  (Appaluse) 

Thank  you,  sir.  Does  someone  else  have  a  comment?  Step  right 
up.  That  microphone  wi H  turn  down  there,  I  am  sure 


I'm  Louise  Butcher,  I  live  on  a  ranch 
thank  you  very   much  for  your  kind  rema 
I  did  do  a  lot;  I  did  work  a  lot  with 
happy  to  be  attending  a  meeting  concer 
Missouri  River  northwest  of  Winifred, 
others,  have  been  working  for  a  river 
so  that  the  people  of  this  area  can  tr 
state  and  those  up  north  can  come  down 
that  we  have  been  thinking  about  a  bri 
1961;  however,  that  is  when  I  actively 
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this,  and  actively  started  taking  part  because  I  have  been  testi- 
fying at  all  of  these  hearings  in  regard  to  this  Missouri  River 
project  here.  Last  summer,  as  was  already  spoken,  I  did  work  for 
the  businessmen  and  women  of  the  Winifred  and  surrounding  areas 
getting  petitions  signed  for  the  bridge  and  improved  roads,  and 
I  would  like  to  say  a  big  thank  you  to  the  people  who  helped  me 
with  all  those  petitions.  I  left  them  at  the  storekeeper's  places 
and  they  asked  the  people  who  came  in  if  they  would  like  to  sign 
it.  My  father  was  a  homesteader  here  and  I  now  reside  four  miles 
south  of  where  I  was  born.  Since  I  have  lived  here  all  my  life, 
I  understand  the  need,  for  both  economics  and  convenience,  of  a 
bridge  northwest  of  Winifred:  Local  travel;  tourist  travel; 
telephone  crews  from  Havre;  ranchers  from  the  Hi-Line  area  going 
to  Lewistown  for  weekly  cattle  auctions;  and  the  students  travel- 
ing between  Northern  Montana  College  at  Havre  to  Central  Montana 
throughout  the  state  are  some  of  the  groups  that  would  benefit 
I  would  like  to  mention  that  our  telephone  service  is  the  Triangle 
system,  which  has  headquarters  at  Havre,  The  men  that  serve  our 
area  are  flown  over,  for  the  most  part.  They  have  equipment  on 
this  side  of  the  river;  however,  when  the  flying  weather  is  not 
good  it  is  a  long  ways  around  for  them  to  service  our  telephones. 
The  telephone  system  also  is  in  the  Bear  Springs  area  across  the 
Judith  and  the  Denton  section.  The  150  miles  of  river  with  no 
bridge  has  been  such  a  definite  dividing  line  that  it  is  hard  to 
project  the  impact  this  crossing  would  have  on  the  areas  both 
north  and  south  of  the  river,  as  well  as  the  rest  of  the  state. 
Someone  made  the  remark  that  there  were  forty  cars  lined  up  to 
cross  the  river  at  the  ferry  -  at  the  P.N,  last  Fourth  of  July. 
It  has  already  been  brought  out  here  that  a  ferry  is  not  a 
suitable  long-range  crossing.  Right  now  it  is  taken  out  from 
November  15th  to  April  15th,  and  then  it  is  a  long  way  around  to 
get  to  Northern  Montana.  The  "do-nothing"  attitude  does  not 
appeal  to  those  who  live,  work  and  travel  here  and  want  to  cross 
the  river.  Again,  I  strongly  support  a  bridge  at  the  P.N.  Lohse 
Ferry  crossing,  or  approximately  in  that  area,  and  improving  the 
existing  roads.  According  to  the  report,  this  is  a  more  stable 
part  of  the  Missouri  River  channel   Thank  you. 


ANDERSON 
SPOJA: 


Thank  you. 
ahead. 


(Applause)  Does  someone  else  have  a  comment?  Go 


Mr,  Anderson,  I'm  Bill  Spoja,  the  President  of  the  Lewistown- 
Fergus  County  City-County  Planning  Board,  Very   briefly,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  the  city-county  planning  board  would  like  to  be 
on  record  as  favoring,  in  the  strongest  of  terms  possible,  the 
crossing  at  the  pent  which  you  have  designated  north  of  Winifred. 
The  people  of  this  area  have  been  really  too  long  without  this 
sort  of  crossing.  The  social  and  economic  welfare  of  them  demands 
that  this  sort  of  improvement  be  made,  and  made  soon.  Thank  you 
\/ery   much. 


ANDERSON 


Thank  you   (Applause)  Go  ahead. 
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BELDING: 


I'm  Lee  Belding,  Executive  Vice  President  of  the  Lewistown  Area 
Chamber,  and  I  have  a  couple  of  brief  statements  to  make,  First 
of  all,  "The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of 
Commerce  strongly  endorse  the  proposal  of  the  Montana  Highway 
Department  for  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  north  of  Winifred 
and  the  approach  roads  on  the  north  and  south  affecting  Chouteau, 
Blaine  and  Fergus  Counties.  The  need  for  this  link  between  Central 
and  Northern  Montana  has  been  recognized  and  worked  for  over  the 
past  twenty  years  or  more.  After  studying  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  on  the  project,  it  seems  quite  evident  to  us  that  the 
tremendous  economic  and  social  benefits  to  be  derived  far  out- 
weigh any  small  encroachment  upon  the  natural  environment  of  the 
area.  All  progress  or  development  of  any  type,  or  in  any  area, 
will  certainly  change  things  as  they  are  at  present,  but  must  be 
judged  upon  the  ratio  of  benefit  to  loss  and  this  project,  in  our 
opinion,  should  cause  \/ery   little  loss  and  should  be  a  tremendous 
benefit  to  the  immediate  areas,  to  the  people  of  the  three  counties 
directly  involved,  and  to  the  entire  State  of  Montana.  We  heartily 
endorse  the  proposed  project  as  one  of  great  importance  and  of 
great  potential  value  to  our  people"  and  this  is  signed  by  Burt 
Gibson,  President  of  the  Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Our 
second  statement:  "The  Business  Development  Association  of  Re- 
tailers *n  Lewstown  are  anxious  to  add  their  voice  to  those 
already  on  record  as  strongly  urging  an  early  beginning  of  con- 
struction of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  north  of  Winifred. 
In  contacts  with  traveling  people  from  north  of  the  river,  and 
with  people  of  Central  Montana,  it  is  quite  evident  that  the 
present  150-mile  stretch  of  river  now  unbridged  is  forming  a 
formidable  barrier  to  potential  commerce  and  general  travel.  In 
our  humble  opinion,  any  small  encroachment  upon  the  aesthetic 
values  for  a  few  will  be  far  outweighed  by  the  many  benefits  to 
the  entire  State  of  Montana,  as  this  road  and  bridge  ties  Central 
and  Northern  Montana  closer  together."  This  was  signed  by  Dean 
Miller,  Chairman  of  the  Business  Development  Association  of 
Retai lers . 


ANDERSON 


Thank  you.  (Applause)  I  might  mention  for  any  of  you  folks  who 
are  a  little  bashful  about  coming  up  to  the  microphone,  if,  after 
you  leave  this  evening  you  had  wished  you  had  said  something,  jot 
it  down  and  send  it  into  the  Department  of  Highways,  Public 
Hearings  Unit  in  Helena,  Montana  and  it  will  be  attached  to  the 
transcript,  along  with  the  rest  of  the  testimony  given  here  this 
evening.  So,  if  you  feel  a  little  bashf u1 ,  there's  another  way 
to  get  your  comments  into  the  record   Someone  else?  The  gentle- 
man here„ 


GIBSON 


My  name  is  Joe  Gibson.  I'm  the  District  Manager  for  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  in  Lewistown,  and  although  the  comments  on 
the  impact  statement  were  not  requested  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  I  have  written  comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  to  the  State  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
He,  in  turn,  has  forwarded  these  comments  to  the  Bureau  of 
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Outdoor  Recreation  of  the  Mid-Continent  Regional  Office  in  Denver 
of  the  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  and  I  presume  that  they  will 
comment  formally  on  the  impact  statement.  My  purpose  here  ^s  to 
bring  this  back  to  a  more  or  less  local  level,  and  although  my 
comments  may  not  co'ncide  precsely  with  those  of  the  Bureau  of 
Outdoor  Recreation,  they  are  nevertheless  a  summation  of  my  local 
on-the-ground  report  and  I  hope  they  will  provide  emphasis  for  a 
few  points  that  I  feel  are  quite  important.  First,  I  would  commend 
the  authors  of  tins  draft  for  their  description  of  the  environmental 
qualities  of  the  immediate  and  surrounding  area,  and  for  their 
evaluation  of  impacts  which  could  be  expected-  I  believe  it  is  a 
well-written  statement  which  d'scusses  quite  adequately  the  impacts, 
both  adverse  and  favorable,  that  the  proposed  project  would  have  on 
lands,  resources  and  people  m  the  area.  I  do  suggest  some  addi- 
tional consideration  be  g'ven  to  some  of  the  bridge  and  access 
design  characteristics  wlvch  may  influence  environmental  "impacts 
when  you  get  ready  to  get  into  construction.  Streambank  erosion  is 
cited  as  one  reason  that  the  ferry  can  no  longer  be  cons^ered  a 
viable  alternative   This  same  cond'tion  would  seem  to  me  to  cer- 
tainly affect  the  design  of  a  bridge  and  approaches.  This  raises 
the  following  questions  'n  my  mind:  What  will  have  to  be  done  to 
stabi^'ze  the  streambank  above  and  at  the  site  of  the  bridge  to 
protect  U  and  the  approaches?;  would  this  protection  require  some 
channel  wo^k  upstream  and,  if  so,  could  it  be  designed  to  also 
prov"de  some  protect'on  to  the  h-sto^c  P,N  warehouse  from  further 
bank  erosion  at  that  site?;  what  would  be  the  impact  on  the  channel 
downstream  of  nprappmg  and  constricfon  at  the  bridge  site?  These 
are  techmca'  quest;ons  I  rea'ize,  and  I  'ealize  you  haven't  gotten 
into  the  des'gn  characteristics  yet,  but  I  want  to  bring  them  to 
your  attention.  Also,  there  hab  been  little  discussion  in  your 
statement  on  the  possible  impacts  on  wildlife,  particularly  water- 
fowl which  nest  or  reside  in  the  vicinity.  This  cou^  be  quite 
cr't^cal  downstream  from  the  bridge  as  substantial  streambank 
mod  if icat 'ons  d^e   required-  Thee  has  been  no  discussion  of  the 
impact  of  the  'mproved  road  through  the  P,N.  Ranch  headquarters. 
The  ex'st-ng  "-0-ad  passes  between  the  old  residence  and  the  corrals 
and  outbuildings   Dust  is  now  a  problem;  with  increased  traffic 
it  would  be  worse  nf  the  road  is  not  surfaced.  Paving  or  improve- 
ment will  tend  to  increase  speed  of  vehicles   This  could  create 
an  increased  safety  hazard  to  people  and  livestock,  Fencing  the 
right  of  way  would  separate  the  headquarters  residence  from  the 
outbuildings-  Again,  just  some  thoughts  that  have  occurred  to  me 
as  I  reviewed  the  statement-  There's  only  a  brief  discussion  of 
the  impacts  of  construction  or  improvement  of  the  connecting  road 
from  the  south.  WUh  increased  all-weather  traffic,  this  road 
will  have  to  be  improved  for  several  miles*  Visual  and  watershed 
impacts  could  be  quite  critical,  particularly  in  the  rougher  areas 
and  on  the  hi  I1  between  the  uplands  and  the  Judith  River  bottom 
You  mentioned  this  in  your  presentation  here  this  evening,  that 
you  do  have  some  problems  there,  I  feel  that  in  order  to  properly 
evaluate  the  long-term  impacts  of  the  entire  project,  that  we 
should  consider  some  of  the  future  improvements  of  upgrading  this 
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road  as  traffic  increases   I  understand,  also,  that  any  structure 
across  the  river   may  have  to  meet  minimum  requirements  imposed  by 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  to  minimize  navigational  impacts.  I  would 
urgently  recommend  that  full  consideration  be  given  to  navigational 
needs  in  the  design  of  the  structure  so  as  not  to  interfere  with 
free  passage  of  boats  and  other  craft  on  the  river.     An  alterna- 
tive not  proposed  by  the  Montana  Highway  Department  is  the  con- 
struction of  the  bridge  and  approaches  precisely  at  the  present 
P.N.  Ferry  location.  Since  I  wrote  this  I  got  a  chance  to  look 
at  your  maps  a  little  more  and  I  begin  to  understand  some  of  the 
problems,  but  I'll  continue  here  anyway.  The  acceptance  of  this 
alternative  would  not  require  the  loss  of  any  additional  productive 
range  or  agricultural  lands.  The  proposal  would  not  damage  or 
infringe  upon  the  Judith  Landing  recreation  area  and  its  grove  of 
cottonwood  trees,  or  any  of  the  known  archaeological  sites  that 
are  present  in  the  immediate  vicinity.  The  Lews  and  Clark  camp 
site  and  the  Indian  Te'ftor'al  Treaty  Counci1  Site  of  1855  would 
a^o  be  undisturbed.  Both  of  the  latter  sites  mentioned  are  to 
some  extent  modified  by  current  agricultural  uses.  Some  of  the 
proposed  road  or  bridge  locations,  especially  your  Alternative  D, 
would  further  a]ter  the  sites  to  an  alarming  degree.  For  the 
above  reasons,  the  alternative  of  constructing  the  bridge  and 
approach  on  the  present  P  N  Fer^y  locat'on  is  recommended  as  the 
number  one  chcce.  I  heartily  concur  that  the  improvement  of  the 
nver  cross^g  in  this  area  is  justified  and  needed  to  provide  a 
re^able  all-weather  access  route  between  the  Hi-Line  communities 
and  Central  Montana.  I  recommend  that  if  a  bridge  is  to  be  built 
that  the  alternative  I've  just  discussed  should  be  given  p^ority, 
followed  by  A'ternat^ve  C,  as  described  on  page  33  of  the  state- 
ment. Alternative  C  would  require  some  modification  to  avoid  or 
mitigate  the  possible  conflicts  with  the  Judith  Land'ng  recreation 
area  on  the  north  bank  of  the  Missouri-  Both  Alternative  C  and 
our  new  alternative  should  be  further  studied  to  minimize  any 
impacts  on  the  P.N.  Ranch  headquarters  buildings  and  site   This 
is  quite  an  historic  site  and  I  think  deserves  some  consideration 
also   It  is  recommended  that  the  south  approach  spur  to  the  bridge 
follow  and  overlap  the  ex  sting  roadway  as  nearly  as  possible  and 
not  be  developed  as  a  high-speed  traffic  earner,  at  least  at  the 
present  time.  This  recommendation,  if  implemented,  would  best 
protect  the  aesthetic  and  historic  sites  of  the  area,  would  not 
require  the  disturbance  of  additional  land  surface,  and  would 
better  facilitate  possible  recreation  development.  Thank  you 

ANDERSON:     Thank  you  for  your  deta1  'ed  questions.  Can  we  have  a  copy  of 
that?  (Applause)  Does  someone  else  have  a  comment? 

JENSEN:       I'm  Otto  Jensen,  Chairman  of  the  Fergus  County  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners. I  took  office  on  January  1  of  1969  and  ever  since  then 
this  bridge  proposa'  has  been  discussed  in  our  office,  so  sometime 
back  we  appropriated  seven  thousand  dollars  of  secondary  funds 
that  was  pa*t  of  Fergus  County's  allotment  to  the  feasibility 
study  of  this  bridge  site   We  now  have  a  ferry  that's  operating 
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ANDERSON 


there.  There's  a  ruling  that  as  you're  looking  upstream,  the 
person  on  the  right-hand  side  operates  the  ferry  and  so,  therefore, 
Chouteau  County  is  the  operator  of  the  ferry  but  we  split  the  cost 
fifty-fifty  with  Chouteau  County.  We  also  do  the  same  thing  at 
the  Stafford  Ferry.  That's  operated  by  Blame  County  and  we  pay 
half  the  cost  of  the  operation  there,  Now,  the  cost  of  the  ferry 
in  1972  was  $8,220.18,  which  is  quite  a  sizeable  figure  because 
it  only  operates  for  approximately  seven  months =  You  have  five 
months  that  it's  impossible  to  cross  the  river.  Now,  there  was 
quite  a  lot  of  traffic  crossed  that  river  in  1972.  There  was 
1,391  cars,  1,437  trucks,  and  a  total  of  7,012  people  crossed  it. 
We  know  that  if  there  was  a  bridge  across  it  you  could  increase 
that  number  very  sizeably.  We,  in  the  County  Commissioners  office 
here  in  Fergus  County,  are  \jery   much  in  favor  of  a  bridge  s'te  in 
the  area  of  the  P.N  Ranch  and  we  won't  make  any  recommendations 
at  th  s  tune  as  to  what  alternative  might  be  the  best,  but  we  do 
think  that  that's  a  good  crossing  and  we  feel  very  much  in  favor 
of  that  place  for  the  crossing.  Thank  you   (Applause) 

Thank  you.  One  quick  question,  Mr.  Jensen.  Could  I  get  a  copy 
of  those  figures?  Could  I  get  a  copy  of  those  figures  so  we 
won't  nvsquote  you? 


JENSEN: 

ANDERSON: 

UDELHOVEN 


ANDERSON 
ALLEN: 


Yes ,  you  sure  can. 

Thank  you   Now,  there  was  a  gentleman  right  here 

I'm  Walter  Ude^ho^en  and  I!m  representing  the  Fergus  Electric 
Co-Op.  We  se^ve  the  power  to  the  area  south  of  the  Missouri 
River  that's  around  Central  Montana.  We  serve  the  farmers  and 
some  of  the  small  towns,  and  quite  a  number  of  the  missiles, 
and  we  fee^  that  a  road  and  a  bridge  in  this  area  would  be  a 
great  help  to  this  part  of  Central  Montana 

Thank  you.   (Applause)  Does  someone  else  wish  to  make  a  state- 
ment? Go  r-ght  ahead. 

I'm  Wain  Allen  and  I  represent  the  Central  Montana  Livestock 
Market  Center  'n  Lewistown   Central  Montana  Livestock  Center 
is  a  \jery   big  business  in  Central  Montana.  Our  gross  was  over 
ten  million  dollars  last  year,  and  while  my  reasons  are  not 
altogether  altruistic  for  coming  up  here,  we  do  provide  a  service 
to  the  people  in  this  area.  The  service  is  directly  commensurate 
with  the  volume  of  our  business   The  people  north  of  the  river 
do  avail  themselves  to  the  market  center  and  use  it,  but  as 
has  been  mentioned  several  times,  this  ferry  is  not  operative 
during  the  full  year.  This  is  detrimental  to  us  as  it  deprives 
us  of  business;  we  also  feel  that  it  is  detrimental  to  the  people 
north  of  the  river.  A  market  center  provides  a  good  basis  to 
price  your  cattle  by,  If  you're  selling  high-quality  calves, 
yearlings,  etc.,  it's  not  hard  to  sell  them.  You  can  sell  them 
in  the  country  quite  easily,  but  when  it  comes  to  selling  your 
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slaughter  cattle,  your  low-grade  cattle,  a  market  center  is  the 
best  place  you  can  find  to  sell  your  cattle.  At  the  present  time, 
the  transportation  across  the  river  deprives  the  people  of  this  and 
deprives  us  of  the  business.  We  would  like  to  go  on  record  as 
heartily  recommending  that  a  bridge  be  built  somewhere  north  of 
Winifred,  across  the  river, 

Thank  you,  (Applause)  The  gentleman  over  here, 

I  am  Nels  Thoreson.  I  represent  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  De- 
partment Commission,  As  you  know,  we  met  with  the  highway  depart- 
ment and  have  also  responded  to  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  and  many  of  the  things  that  Joe  Gibson  mentioned  are 
in  our  response  to  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  Dur- 
ing the  last  regular  meeting  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Commission 
held  on  February  26,  **973,  the  subject  of  a  bridge  near  the  mouth 
of  the  Judith  was  discussed.  The  Commission,  recognizing  the 
needs  and  desires  of  people  living  in  Central  Montana  for  a  secure 
and  permanent  crossing,  resolved  to  support  a  bridge  crossing  of 
the  Missouri  River  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  present  Lohse 
Ferry,  Now,  the  Commission  is  not  suggesting  a  more  expensive 
bridge  than  the  one  proposed,  but  they  do  request  that  considera- 
tion be  made  of  a  site  as  close  as  possible  to  the  present  ferry 
crossing.  They  felt  that  that  would  be  the  least  disruptive. 
Thank  you.  (Applause) 

Thank  you.  Someone  else? 

Mr,  Chairman,  I'm  Representative  Asbjornson,  Fergus  and  Petroleum 
Counties,  District  10.  We  started  working  on  trying  to  get  a 
bridge  and  a  road  across  the  river,  at  least  I  did,  along  about 
1931  or  1932   We've  made  many,  many  trips  to  Chinook,  Hav^e  and 
even  clear  down  as  far  as  Lander,  Wyoming  trying  to  get  a  road 
promoted  for  this  area,   I  wouldn't  hazard  a  guess  how  many  miles 
we  drove  in  order  to  try  to  get  a  road  and  bridge  across  at  that 
time.  We're  still  doing  that-  Senator  Mortiz,  Representative 
Barrett  and  myself  drove  over  from  Helena  tonight,  and  by  the 
time  we  get  back  we'll  have  another  480  miles  today.  We  certainly 
hope  that  this  bridge  and  road  can  be  fulfilled,  I  didn't  bring 
any  prepared  statement.  I'm  not  sure  whether  Senator  Moritz  or 
Representative  Barrett  would  make  a  statement  or  not   Thank  you. 

Thank  you,  sir.   (Applause) 

I'm  Senator  Moritz,  representing  District  10,  Fergus  and  Petroleum 
Counties,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  terrible  thing  if  we  drove  480 
miles  and  didn't  say  a  little  bit   Since  we've  been  in  session 
for  the  last  60  days,  that's  all  we've  done  is  talk.  I'd  like  to 
say,  too,  that  the  people  of  Winifred  have  been  very  prominently 
represented  in  Helena  the  last  few  weeks  and  I'll  tell  you  why„ 
I  suspect  you  all  will  remember  House  Bill  133-   (Laughter)  I 
don't  think  I  need  to  say  any  more  I,  too,  have  been  a  big 
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booster  of  roads  in  Montana.  I've  been  in  Fergus  County  for 
about  45  years,  have  always  been  interested  in  roads,  and  was 
on  some  of  the  earTy  highway  committees  that  were  formed  way  back 
in  1930.  I  might  say  that  my  first  sojourn  down  in  Helena  was 
when  we  were  trying  to  get  a  bridge  across  the  river,  either  at 
Winifred  or  Roy,  and  for  some  reason  or  other,  Roy  got  the  best 
of  you  and  they  got  the  bridge,  I  went  through  that  very  trying 
time  trying  to  get  the  bridge  across  that  river  and  it  finally 
succeeded  and  I  hope  the  same  thing  will  happen  in  Winifred  in 
the  not  too  distant  future,  I  know  it's  going  to  be  a  difficult 
situation  in  financing  it  because  it  was  true  on  the  other  bridge, 
but  please  don't  lose  heart  It  can  be  done  if  you  want  to  get 
behind  it  and  work,  and  if  there's  anything  I  can  do  just  call  on 
me.  Thank  you   (Applause) 

Thank  you.  Mr.  Barrett 

Mr.  Chairman,  I'm  Representative  Fred  Barrett,  District  10,  Fergus 
and  Petroleum  Counties,  1  don"t  have  any  prepared  statement,  but 
I  would  like  to  just  comment  on  one  thing.  Senator  Moritz  men- 
tioned the  Wi "* d  River  bi'i   I  see  this  as  somewhat  of  an  effort 
to  stop  this  kind  of  progress  in  this  part  of  the  state  and  I  think 
definitely  we  need  to  proceed  with  trns  putting  across  the  bridge 
across  the  "Wild  Missouri",  not  so  much  to  tame  it,  but  to  open  it 
up  so  more  people  can  enjoy  it,  and  also  for  the  industry  which  it 
can  bring  into  this  area   Thank  you,  (Applause) 

Thank  you   I  would  Mke  to  personally  thank  the  Legislative 
Delegation  for  taking  a  few  moments  our  of  their  busy  schedule  to 
attend  one  of  our  public  headings.  Thank  you,  gentlemen.  Someone 
else?  Anyone  else?  Go  r-ght  ahead. 

My  name  is  B  t  "•  l  Lodman-  I'm  a  rancher  southwest  of  Lewistown  At 
the  time  that  Fergus  County  helped  initiate  this  bridge  project  I 
happened  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  County  Commissioners  here, 
I  was  \zery   much  interested  in  it  then   At  that  time  we  felt  that 
it  was  important  enough  to  invest  a  sizeable  chunk  of  Fergus 
County's  secondary  road  money  to  get  it  started,  and  I'm  certainly 
happy  to  see  that  it's  progressed  to  the  point  where  we're  having 
these  hearings-  I  hope  that  we  can  continue  it  and  carry  it  on 
to  a  successful  conclusion  because  I  feel  that  it's  really  impor- 
tant to  the  economy  of  both  Fergus,  Chouteau  and  Blaine  -  and  even 
Hill  Counties   Let's  all  get  behind  it  and  make  sure  that  it 
doesn't  stall  out  someplace   Thank  you. 


ANDERSON 
BUTCHER: 


Thank  you.  (Applause)  Someone  else? 

I  guess  I'm  one  of  the  bashful  ones  so  I  wait  'till  last.  For 
nearly  fifty  years  I  have  lived  in  the  Winifred  vicinity.  We 
have  barely  averaged  a  mile  a  year  of  good  roads  from  Winifred 
to  Lewistown  during  that  time   I  don't  mean  it  took  a  mile  a 
year,  but  I  mean  in  the  fifty  years  we  got  that  much  road;  real 
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good  roads.  I  hope  we  don't  have  to  wait  another  fifty  years 
for  a  bridge  crossing  so  that  we  can  visit  and  do  business  with 
our  friends  to  the  north  and  northwest.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  bridge  at  the  P,N  =  Ferry  site  and  good  roads  developed  to 
that  so  we  will  not  be  living  on  a  dead  end  road  part  of  the 
year.  This  area  has  been  neglected  too  long,  as  far  as  roads 
and  bridges  are  concerned,  I  say,  what  are  we  waiting  for? 
Let's  get  going! 

Thank  you.  (Applause) 

I'm  Milton  Butcher,  just  a  rancher  out  here, 

Any  further  comments?  We  have  a  gentleman  down  here, 

I'm  Marion  Heller  from  Winifred  and  I'm  old  enough  to  stand  up 
and  be  counted,  finally,  and  I  would  like  to  get  involved  in  this 
community  effort  of  getting  this  bridge  down  across  the  Missouri 
River  here.  This  is  a  great  thing  for  this  country   We've  been 
corralled  in  here  long  enough;  let  us  out!  We  can  probably  give 
you  -  the  State  of  Montana  -  the  best  wheat,  the  best  cattle,  the 
best  hogs  and  the  best  fiber  in  the  nation  -  and  the  best  people. 
(Applause)  This  is  something  that  we  need.  We  can't  communicate 
with  our  neighbors  across  the  river;  they  can't  communicate  with 
us,  and  to  make  a  great  nation  we  have  to  be  able  to  communicate 
and  I  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  stand  before  you  and  give 
my  testimony.  Thank  you. 

Thank  you.  (Applause)  Anyone  else?  As  I  mentioned  before,  we 
are  in  the  \jery   early  stages  of  this  project-  Hopefully,  we've 
got  a  jump  on  our  planning  and  if  everything  goes  right  that  we 
will  be  prepared  to  go  ahead  with  the  project  if  and  when  we  get 
the  money,  and  if  and  when  a  decision  is  made-  If  there  be  no 
further  comments  we  wi 1 1  give  consideration  to  bringing  the 
formal  part  of  the  hear^g  to  a  close.  The  engineers  will  be 
around  a  few  moments  after  the  meeting,  I  have  a  gentleman 
coming  up  here. 

My  wife  laughed  at  me1   (Laughter)  I'm  George  Econom,  a  rancher, 
and  I'd  like  to  take  just  this  moment  to  thank  these  people  from 
Lewistown  for  standing  up  here  and  pul 1 T  ng  for  this  bridge,  and 
for  al1  of  us  people  here  in  Winifred  too-  I  know  that  they're 
go^g  to  get  just  as  much  good  out  of  this  as  we  are.  1  feel 
that  in  a  community  of  this  s^e,  and  as  tough  as  it  is  to  keep 
these  schools  going,  that  we  sure  need  this  bridge   It  will  do 
our  community  a  lot  of  good,  our  school,  and  also  these  people 
in  Lewistown,  and  I'd  like  to  take  this  moment  to  thank  those 
people  for  standing  up  here  and  supporting  it   Thank  you. 

Thank  you.  (App^use)  As  I  was  saying,  I'm  sure  the  engineers 
will  be  around  a  few  minutes  after  we  close  the  formal  hearing 
7f  you  want  to  get  together  with  them  and  bend  their  ears  a 
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little  bit.  Also,  we  will  leave  the  displays  up.  You  can  come 
up  and  look  at  it  a  little  closer.  If  you  have  some  questions, 
get  ahold  of  one  of  the  engineers.  I'm  sure  they  will  help  you 
out  as  much  as  possible.  Also,  all  of  the  information  that  we 
have  here  this  evening  is  available  in  Lewistown.  If  you  have 
a  question  later  on  during  the  development  of  this  project,  I'm 
sure  that  a  phone  call  to  Mr.  Bill  Freeman  will  get  the  answers 
you  would  like  to  hear.  I'm  sure  he  doesn't  have  all  of  the 
answers,  but  that's  the  money  problem.  We  are  sorry  about  that. 
Also,  don't  forget,  those  wishing  a  transcript,  if  you  would  sign 
that  pamphlet  on  your  way  out  we  will  furnish  you  them  free  of 
charge.  Any  further  comments?  Anything  further  from  the  highway 
department?  Well,  I  want  to  thank  all  of  you  folks  for  coming 
out  this  evening.  It  shows  that  you  are  vitally  interested  in 
your  highway  programs  for  this  area.  I  wish  we  could  give  you  a 
definite  answer  tonight  that  we  would  build  it  tomorrow,  but 
that's  impossible.  I  want  to  thank  you  again,  and  good  evening, 
(Applause) 
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Department   of  Highways 
Helena,   Montana  59601 

Att:     Mr.   Grover  0.   Powers 

De£r  Sir; 
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The  Board  of  Trust  es  of  the  Winifred  Sofcroeis^^.^.^ 
h-  ve  instructed  me  to  write  to  you  to  express  their 
favorable  position  on  the  proposed  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  in  the  Winifred  area. 

The  Board  feels  that  the  bridge  will  Ke  of 
great  benefit  to  our  community  as  well  ss  to  the 
areas  across  the  river.  The  difficulty  of  travel 
during  the  winter  months  has  always  created  a. 
problem,   '-"-he  Board  also  '  "  -  J  ./   '  ..  "-'--'.  -  rill 
set  to  tourisl  s  and  in  this  way  will  aid  the 
economy  of  Winifred. 

The  Board  will  follow  with  active  interest 
any  further  developments  toward  this  goal. 


Sincrely, 

Mrs.   Beth  T.   Bergum,    Clerk 
Winifred  School  Boards 
Winifred,  Montana   59b<°9 


Montana  Wilderness  Association 


Route  l>Box,  I^FOi 
Hamilton,  Montana 

&arch   12, 


Mr.  Grover  Powers, P. E. 

Supervisor,  Preconstruction  Section 

Department  of  Highways 

State  of  Montana 

iielena,  Mt. 

Dear  Mr.  Brover, 
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This  letter  concerns  the  proposed  Winifred  Bridge  for  over  the  Lissouri. 


First,  I  have  diffi 
True,  I  have  heard 
to  take  livestock  t 
in  Havre  wnich  is  c 
the  relatively  few 
the  bridge  with  the 
for  wilderness  recr 
doubts  that  the  pre 
merit  impinging  on 


culty  understanding  just  why  this  bridge  is  needed, 
that  the  ranchers  north  of  the  river  would  use  it 
o  j-ewistown,  but  don't  they  presently  have  a  market 
loser  in  most  cases  than  Lewiston  would  be?Comparing 
individuals  directly  benefiting  in  this  manner  from 

pleasure  accruing  to  those  who  will  use  the  river 
eat  ion  over  the  many  years,  I  come  up  with  grave 
sent  need  or  projected  use  have  sufficient  weight  to 
tne  wild  character  of  the  river. 


r 
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I  have  canoed  down  the  Missouri  and  I  remember  well  the  beautiful  canning  [" 
spot  just  up  stream  from  the  ferry.  The  ferry  didn't  interfer  with  the    u 
personality  of  the  river,  in  fact,  it  fit  in  with  the  dying  cabins  and 
traces  of  the  old  fences  we  saw  along  the  way.  It  continued  the  feel  of 
past  history  which  is  so  important  to  the  overall  picture  of  the  Missouri. 

The  serenity  of  the  cottonwood  grove  there  was  exquisite.  Fewer  and  fewer 
become  such  areas  so  why  should  we  hasten  to  break  the  snell?  Surely  it 
will  be  of  greater  value  to  our  dwindling  cultural  iieritage  than  a  bridge  - 
will  be. 

The  Missouri  is  a  river  of  the  Nation,  much  of  whose  history  has  unrolled 
along  her  banks.  I  think  we  have  a  moral  obligation  to  ^reserve  these 
areas  much  as  we  preserve  cathedrals,  palaces,  etc. 

Leave  us  stay  our  hand  on  this  one.  If  time  should  prove  that  a  bridge  is  ■ 
needed,  a  bridge  will  be  built.  Meanwhile,  let  us  net  remove  the  option! 


cc: Mansfield 
met calf 
iwlelcher 
Shoup 


Very  truly  yours, 
Doris  Milner,  President 
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Please  make  this  statement  a  part  of  the  hearing  and  the  impact  recorc 
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CENTRAL    MOTORS    SHOP    &    WAREHOUSE 

205  3RD  AVE.  SOUTH 

CHAS-  T.  YOUNG 

LEWISTOWN,  MONTANA  59457 

March  13  1973 


Addressed  to  the  Montana  Highway  Commission 
at  a  hearing  held  in  Winifred  Montana  concerning  the 
f easability  of  a  bridge  over  the  Missouri  river 
Northwest  of  Winifred,, 


My  name  is  Charlie  Young  from  Lewistown  Montana. 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  Fergus  County  since  1913 o  I  have  been 
in  the  Automotive  business  for  over  forty  years  and  am  presently 
operating  some  business  rental  property. 

Over  these  years  I  have  watched  our  people  move  forward  with  the 
modern  tools  of  farming  and  livestock  production  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  Fergus  County  as  well  as  our  neighboring  counties  to  the 
North  of  us,  are  making  a  substantial  contribution  to  our  State 
in  New  wealth  and  economic  Security, 

Transportation  plays  a  very  important  part  in  the  production  of 

farm  products  as  well  getting  them  on  the  market.  Our  highways 

must  be  equal  to  the  best  if  we  are  to  remain  competetive  in  the 

agriculture  business. 

The  weakest  link  in  our  network  of  roads  in  Central  Montana 

is  th^  fact  that  we  have  a  dead  end  in  a  North-  South  road  through 

the  center  of  our  State;  and  this  handicaps  our  financial  progress 

both  for  those  engaged  directly  in  Farming  and  ranching  as  wells 

as  those  involved  in  other  business  enterprises. 

The  two  ferries  North  of  Winifred,  at  one  time  were  satisfactory 
in  their  day  -  like  the  horse  and  buggy  was  good  transportation 
before  themachine  age  was  born.  Our  needs  are  greater  now  and  the 
ferries  are  antique.  We  must  build  a  bridge  and  the  connecting 
roads  to  it  between  Winifred  and  Big  Sandy,  of  the  highest  standards 
and  be  able  to  maintaing  it  for  year  around  travel. 
This  construction  demands  first  priority  for  the  State  and  all 
the  counties  involved  where  their  secondary  money  would  be  alocated. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


STATEMENT  Edward  J.  Skibby 

WINIFRED  MONTANA  Lewistown,  Montana  5945^ 

March  13,  i973 

My  name  is  Ed.  Skibby.  I  am  a  retired  rancher  and  a  former  Montana  FisL  and  Game  Cd 
missioner.  I  am  making  this  statement  as  being  in  favor  of  a  bridge  spanning  the 
Missouri  River  north  of  V.inifred  Montana  at  a  place  to  be  selected  by  the  Montan.  I 
State  Highway  Commission.  * 

Personally  I  spent  23  years  ranching  on  the  Missouri  River  in  the  area  that  was  r- 
later  to  become  the  Fort  Peclc  Lake.  During  that  time  there  was  no  bridge  between   „ 
Ft.  Benton  and  Wolf  Point.  We  crossed  the  river  by  various  means,  by  ferry,  some  of 
which  are  still  operating,  on  foot  ,on  the  ice,  by  swimming  and  various  other  means 
The  ferry's  were  at  the  mercy  of  the  elements,  shifting  sand  bars  and  many  snags 
that  came  down  river  during  the  Jane  raise.  At  best  these  ferrys  were  ,  and  still 
are,  only  a  very  poor  means  to  an  end. 

Later  the  Fred  Robinson  bridge  was  built  which  opened  up  a  great  ranching  area r 
and  partly  removed  the  great  barrier  which  had  existed  for  many,  many  years.  Now 
in  this  age  of  progress  ,  there  is  still  no  bridge  on  the  f.^0   mile  stretch  between  ,- 
Ft.  Benton  and  the  Fred  Robinson  bridge  and  the  ranchers  operating  that  area  are  m 
still  crossing  the  river  in  the  same  fashion  as  we  did  53  years  ago. 

The  need  of  another  bridge  on  the  upper  stretch  of  the  river  is  quite  apparenil 
to  take  care  of  the  increased  flow  of  traffic  from  the  north  country  to  the  cities 
and  towns  to  the  south.  The  Railroads  seem  to  be  consolidating  their  lines  and 
tearing  up  many  of  their  feeder  roads  which  in  itself  will  add  a  greater  burden  on  c 
Highways  ,  more  heavy  trucks  wilimove  freight  to  the  North  and  to  the  South  and  ..ioir 
msHUB  bridges  and  Highways  will  bo  necessary.  ■ 

Our  existing  ferry's  are  inadequate  as : they  serve  the  public  only  when  the  riverp 
is  open  and  free  of  ice.  The  month  of  October  and  November  usually  marks  the  movemeu 
of  local  cattle  to  the  various  markets,  at  the  end  of  October  severe  cold  and  runn- 
ing slush  ice  usually  ends  the  ferry  service.  Due  to. an  un  .safe  river  crossing 
ranchers,  in  the  area, are  often  unable  to  market  their  cattle,  and  other  farm  product 
in  an  orderly  manner 

The  effect  of  a  bfcidge  on  the  local  envoirment  would  be  negligible  ;  s  car 
readily  be  seen  at  the  Fred  Robinson  bridge.  A  park  at  the  site  could  be  es  ;ablj  I" 
also  a  boat  ramp  and  this  long  stretch  of  primitive  free  flowing  River  be  add£J§^-/Jt 
accessiileto  all  the  people  of  Montana  to  enjoy.  _ 
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Winifred,  Montana 
March  13,  1973 


I  support  the  building  of  a  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River,  north  of  Winifred,  because  I  feel 
it  would  be  an  important  improvement  in  transportation, 
linking  the  Northern  Highline  area  of  Montana   to  Cen-ral 
and  Southern  Montana;  thus  providing  a  direct  North-South 
route  from  the  Canadian  border  through  Montana. 

Bridging  the  Missouri  would  help  in  the  health^ 
economic  growth  of  our  Cental  Montana  area.  It  would 
open  up  a  direct  route  to  n  cattle  market,  and  provide 
a  shorter  route  to  the  college  in  Havre  for  the  young 
people  from  the  area;  perhaps  encouraging  many  who  might 
not  otherwise  he  able  1o  attend. 

I  strongly  urpe  the  building  of  a  bridge.  I  feel 
it  is  a  right  and  necessary  step  in  the  future  growth 
of  K'ontnna. 
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Havre  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce 

P.  0.  Box  308 

Havre,  Montana  59501 
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Date:  March  13,  1973  i^£j 

Subject  Area:  Missouri  River  Bridge  (Big  Sandy -Winifred^-*' 


Submitting  Committee:  Hi 
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&  Transportation 
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STATEMENT  OF  POSITION  < - 

The  Highway  &  Transportation  Committee  and  Board  of  Directors,  of  the  Havre 
Area  Chamber  of  Commerce,  support  the  proposed  Missouri  River  Bridge  northwest  of 
Winifred  and  southeast  of  Big  Sandy,  Montana.  Better  modes  and  methods  of  trans- 
portation in  and  out  of  North  Central  Montana  will  greatly  benefit  all  concerns. 


***************************************** 

BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 

Whereas  the  retail  trade  area  of  Havre  itself  encompasses  over  54,000  (*) 
citizens  who  need  better  roads  and  bridges  to  travel  and  trade  throughout  Montana; 

Whereas  the  only  bridge  crossing  from  Fort  Benton  to  Ft.  Peck  Dam  is  the  Fred 
Robinson  Bridge  south  of  Malta; 

Whereas  land  users,  both  public  and  agricultural,  need  better  accessability 
to  and  from  the  Central  Montana  area; 

Be  it  resolved  this  proposed  bridge  is  of  great  importance  to  all  and  must  be 
built  as  soon  as  possible. 

*  (Editors  and  Publishers  Market  Guide  1973) 


***************************************** 


Date  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors    March  13,  1973 


Signature  of  the  President  Brad  Dugdale S>y~i^-<^      oCxJ-^g^^g^^ 
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CORRIDOR  HEARING     WINIFRED,  MONTANA      Mar.  13,  1973 

I  am  so  happy  to  be  attending  a  meeting  concerning  a  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  northwest  of  Winifred.   Since  1961  I  and  many  others  have  been 
working  for  a  river  crossing  and  better  roads,  so  that  the  people  of  this  area 
can  travel  to  the  north  of  the  state,  and  those  up  north  can  come  down  here.  Last 
summer  I  worked  with  the  business  men  and  women  of  the  Winifred  and  surrounding  areas 
getting  petitions  signed  for  the  bridge  and  improved  roads.   These  signatures  are 
included  in  the  petitions  presented  at  this  hearing* 

I  live  on  a  ranch  in  the  Winifred  area.   My  father  was  a  homesteader  here,  and 
I  now  reside  four  miles  south  of  where  I  was  born.   Since  I  have  lived  here  all  my 
life,  I  understand  the  need  for  both  economics  and  convenience  of  a  bridge  northwest 
of  Winifred.  Local  travel,  tourist  travel,  telephone  crews  from  Havre,  ranchers 
from  the  highline  area  going  to  Lewistown  for  weekly  cattle  auctions  and  students 
traveling  between  Northern  Montana  College  at  Havre  to  central  Montana  and  throughout 
the  state  are  some  of  the  groups  that  would  benefit,   the  150  miles  of  river  with  no 
bridge  have  been  s**sJi  a  definite  dividing  line  that  it  is  hard  to  projeot  the  impact 
this  crossing  would  have  on  the  areas  both  north  and  south  of  the  river  as  well  as 
the  rest  of  the  state.   Someone  made  the  remark  that  there  were  forty  cars  lined  up 
to  cross  the  river  at  the  ferry  at  the  P.  N.  last  Fourth  of  July. 

A  ferry  is  not  a  suitable  long  range  crossing  because  it  cannot  run  during 
the  winter  months.   It  is  taken  out  from  Nov.  15th  to  Apr.  15.   Then  it  is  a  long  way 
around  to  get  to  northern  Montana.  Acoording  to  the  report  severe  erosion  of  both 
the  right  and  left  banks  will  make  the  ferry  impossible  to  operate  in  the  future. 

The  "do  nothing"  attitude  does  not  appeal  to  those  who  live,  work  and  travel 
here  and  want  to  cross  the  river. 

Again  I  strongly  support  a  bridge  at  the  P.  N.  Lohse  ferry  crossing  and  improving 
the  existing  roads.  According  to  the  report  this  is  the  m  ore  stable  part  of  the 
Missouri  River  ohannel. 

Louise  E.  Butcher 
Winifred,  Montana   59489 
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NOTES  FOR  BRIDGE  HEARING 
Winifred,  Montana  -  March  13,  1973 

My  name- is  Joe  Gibson  -  I  am  the  BIM  District  Manager,  Lewistown,  Montana. 
Although  comments  were  not  requested  of  BLM,  I  have  written  comments  on  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  the  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
He,  in  turn,  has  forwarded  comments  to  the  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation,  Mid- 
Continent  Regional  Office  in  Denver.   BOR,  I  presume,  will  comment  formally  on 
the  statement. 

My  purpose  here  is  to  bring  this  back  to  a  more  or  less  local  level.  Although  my 
comments  may  not  coincide  precisely  with  those  of  the  BOR  they  are  never- the- less, 
a  summation  of  my  one- the- ground  report  and  should  provide  emphasis  for  a  few 
important  points. 

First,  I  would  commend  the  authors  of  this  draft  for  their  description  of  the 
environmental  qualities  of  the  immediate  and  surrounding  area  and  for  their 
evaluation  of  impacts  which  could  be  expected. 

I  believe  it  is  a  well  written  statement  which  discusses  quite  adequately  the 
impacts,  both  adverse  and  favorable,  that  the  proposed  project  would  have  on 
lands,  resources,  and  people  in  the  area.   I  do  suggest  additional  consideration 
be  given  to  some  of  the  bridge  and  access  design  characteristics  which  may 
influence  environmental  impacts. 

1.   Stream  bank  erosion  is  cited  as  one  reason  that  the  ferry  can  no  longer  be 

considered  a  viable  alternative.   This  same  condition  would  certainly  affect 
design  of  a  bridge  and  approaches.  What  will  have  to  be  done  to  stabilize  the 
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stream  bank  above  and  at  the  site  of  the  bridge  to  protect  it  and  the  approaches? 
Would  this  protection  require  some  channel  work  upstream?   If  so,  could  it  be 
designed  to  also  protect  the  historic  P.N.  warehouse  from  further  bank  erosion? 
What  would  be  the  impact  on  the  channel  down  stream  of  rip-rapping  and  constric- 
tion at  the  bridge  site? 

2.  There  is  little  discussion  on  possible  impacts  on  wildlife,  particularly 
waterfowl  which  nest  or  reside  in  this  vicinity.   This  could  be  quite  critical 
downstream  from  the  Bridge  if  substantial  stream  bank  modifications  are  required. 

3.  There  is  no  discussion  of  the  impact  of  an  improved  road  through  the  P.N.  Ranch 
headquarters.   The  existing  road  passes  between  the  old  residence  and  the  corrals 
and  outbuildings.   Dust  is  now  a  problem  and  with  increased  traffic  it  would  be 
worse  if  the  road  is  not  surfaced.   Paving  or  improvement  will  tend  to  increase 
speed  of  vehicles.   This  could  create  an  increased  safety  hazard  to  people  and 
livestock.   Fencing  the  right-of-way  would  separate  the  headquarters  residence 
from  the  outbuildings. 

4.  There  is  only  a  brief  discussion  of  the  impacts  of  construction  or  improvement 
of  the  connecting  road  from  the  south  (page  31).  With  increased  all-weather 
traffic,  this  road  will  have  to  be  improved  for  several  miles.   Visual  and 
watershed  impacts  could  be  critical,  particularly  in  the  rougher  areas  and  on 
the  hill  between  the  uplands  and  the  Judith  River  bottom.   The  existing  road 
crosses  several  areas  of  extremely  steep  slopes  and  unstable  soils.   In  order 
to  properly  evaluate  long  term  impacts  -  future  improvements  should  be 
considered. 


/ 


I  understand  also  that  any  structure  across  the  river  may  have  to  meet  minimum 
requirements  imposed  by  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard  to  minimize  navigational  impacts. 
I  would  urgently  recommend  that  full  consideration  be  given  to  navigational  needs 
in  the  design  of  the  structure  so  as  not  to  interfere  with  free  passage  of  boats     [^ 

and  other  craft  on  the  river.   The  proposed  bridge  design  has  not  been  revealed. 

— 
An  alternative  not  proposed  by  the  Montana  Highway  Department  is  the  construction 

of  the  bridge  and  approaches  at  the  present  P.N.  Ferry  location.   The  acceptance     k 

of  this  alternative  would  not  require  the  loss  of  any  additional  productive  range    r 

or  agricultural  lands.   The  proposal  would  not  damage  or  infringe  upon  the  Judith 

r 
Landing  Recreation  Area  and  its  grove  of  cottonwood  trees  or  any  of  the  known 

— 

arcneological  sites  that  are  present  in  the  immediate  vicinity.   The  Lewis  and 

I 

Clark  camp  site  and  the  Indian  Treaty  Council  site  of  1855  would  also  not  be 
disturbed.   Both  of  the  latter  sites  mentioned  are  to  some  extent  modified  by 
current  agricultural  uses,  however,  some  of  the  proposed  road  or  bridge  locations, 
especially  alternative  D,  would  further  alter  the  sites  to  an  alarming  degree. 
For  the  above  reasons,  the  alternative  of  constructing  the  bridge  and  approach 
roads  at  the  present  P.N.  Ferry  location  is  recommended  as  the. number  one  choice. 


I  heartily  concur  that  improvement  of  the  river  crossing  in  this  area  is  justified 
to  provide  a  reliable  all-weather  access  route  between  the  highline  communities 
and  Central  Montana.   I  recommend  that  if  a  bridge  is  to  be  built  that  the 
"New  Alternative"  as  proposed  here  should  be  given  priority  followed  by  Alternative  C 
as  described  on  page  33  of  the  impact  statement.  Alternative  C  would  require  some 
modifications  to  avoid  or  mitigate  the  possible  conflicts  with  the  Judith  Landing 


<- 


JJ? 


Recreation  Area  on  the  north  bank  of  the  Missouri.   Both  Alternative  C  and  the  new 
alternative  should  be  further  studied  to  minimize  any  impacts  on  the  P.N.  Ranch 
headquarters  buildings.   It  is  recommended  that  the  south  approach  spur  to  the 
proposed  bridge  follow  and  overlap  the  existing  roadway  as  nearly  as  possible  and 
not  be  developed  as  a  high  speed  traffic  carrier.   Proposed  Alternative  C  would 
be  quite  adequate.   This  recommendation,  if  implemented,  would  best  protect  the 
aesthetic  and  historic  sites  of  the  area,  would  not  require  the  disturbance  of 
additional  land  surface  and  would  better  facilitate  possible  future  recreation 
development. 
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9   March  ,  1973 


Montana  Department  of  Highways 
Corridor  Public  Hearing 
Winifred,  Montana 


Gent  I emen  : 


The  Business  Development  Association  of  Retailers 
in  Lewistown  are  anxious  to  add  their  voice  to  those 
already  on  record  as  strongly  urging  an  early  beginning 
of  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri  river 
North  of  Winifred. 

In  contacts  with  travelling  people  from  North  of 
the  river,  and  with  the  people  of  Central  Montana,  it  is 
quite  evident  that  the  present  150  mile  stretch  of 
river,  now  unbridged,  is  forming  a  formidable  barrier 
to  potential  commerce  and  general  travel „ 


In  our  humble  opinion,  any  small  encroachment  upon 
the  esthetic  values  for  a  few,  will  be  far  outweighed  by 
the  many  benefits  to  the  entire  State  of  Montana  as  this 
road  and  bridge  ties  Central  and  Northern  Montana  closer 
together . 


Sincerely    //  .,  )/J,  /.( 
Dean  Miller,  Chairman, 

-  -  -  smm  tfWW  WMWA  "taigas 

m !  \  sb 
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13     March   ,     1973 

Montana   Department    of    Highways 
at    Corridor    Public    Hearing 
on   Missouri    River    Bridge 
Winifred,    Montana 

Gent  I emen    : 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce 
strongly  endorses  the  proposal  of  the  Montana  Department  of  Highways 
for  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri  river  North  of  Winifred,  and  approach 
roads  on  the  North  and  South  affecting  Chouteau, Bl a ine, and  Fergus  Counties. 

The  need  for  this  I  ink  between  Central  and  Northern  Montana  has  been 
recognized  and  worked  for  over  the  past  20  years  or  more. 

After  studying  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  on  the  project,  it 
seems  quite  evident  to  us  that  the  tremendous  economic  and  social  benefits 
to  be  derived,  far  outweigh  any  small  encroachment  upon  the  natural 
environment  of  the  area. 

ALL  progress,  or  development,  of  ANY  type,  or  in  ANY  area,  will  change 
things  as  they  are  at  present,  and  must  be  judged  upon  the  ratio  of  benefit 
to  loss.  This  project,  in  our  opinion,  should  cause  very  little  loss,  and 
should  be  a  tremendous  benefit  to  the  immediate  areas,  to  the  people  of 
the  3  counties  directly  involved,  and  to  the  entire  State  of  Montana. 

We  heartily  endorse  the  proposed  project  as  one  of  great  importance, 

and  of  great  potential  value  to  our  people. 

S  incerel y 

for   the   BOARD   OF   DIRECTORS 

Burt   Gibson.    President 
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March  13,  1973 


L 


Mr.  J.  H.  Anderson,  Director  of  Highways 
State  of  Montana 
Department  of  Highways 


RE:  Prepared  to 

Corridor  Public  Hearing 
Project  R.  S.  68  (6) 
Bridge  Site  Study 
Northwest  of  Winifred 


r 


Dear  Mr.  Anderson: 


It  is  my  pleasure  to  represent  the  Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  my 
capacity  as  Chairman,  Roads  and  Highway  Committee,  in  regards  to  Project  R.  S.  68  (6) 
and  to  speak  for  construction  of  such  a  project. 

The  Lewistown  area  has  been  actively  interested  in  such  a  project  for  many 
years.  Some  present  here  are  aware  of  concerted  efforts  to  build  a  Missouri  River 
Bridge  in  the  Winifred  area  dating  back  to  the  period  of  the  early  1920' s.  To  my 
knowledge  such  a  project  has  never  been  so  close  of  accomplishment  as  is  represented 
by  these  hearings  and  we  are  very  pleased. 

The  Chamber  feels  that  three  points  should  be  made  at  these  hearings: 

First,  we  wish  to  support  the  need  for  such  a  project.  One  of  the  weakest 
components  of  our  Central  Montana  community  is  its  transportation  system. 
Construction  of  this  proposed  bridge  will  extend  the  reach  of  commerce  of  both 
sides  of  the  barrier  Missouri  River  and  will  provide  the  necessary  linkage  between 
Central  Montana  and  the  northern  counties.  Today's  interest  in  Central  Montana 
is  indicated  by  the  attached  petitions  in  support  of  the  bridge.  Some  937  signatures 
representing  108  occupations  in  37  communities  are  represented  and  are  submitted 
hereby  as  an  attachment  to  this  letter.  The  business  community  of  each  of  our 
cities  and  towns  are  totally  in  support  of  the  project.  The  benefits  of  such  a 
project  will  affect  our  Central  Montana  citizens  by  enhancing  this  community, 
augmenting  its  economic  base  and  by  making  our  area  a  better  place  in  which  to 
live  and  work. 

r 

Second,  we  wish  to  comment  on  our  review  of  the  Draft  of  the  Environmental/ 
Section  4  (F)  Statement  for  the  proposed  bridge.  We  feel  that  the  report  is  a  good 
one  and  that  it  discusses  all  components  of  the  problem  fairly.  We  note  that  the 
bridge  will  not  preclude  the  river  from  being  used  for  recreational  and  irrigational[ 
purposes  and  that  the  report  minimizes  the  importance  of  the  visual  impact  of  an    1 
addition  by  man  to  nature  in  behalf  of  the  well  being  of  man.  We  conclude  this 
balance  to  the  property  taken  and  we  believe  that  construction  of  the  project       r 
should  not  be  affected  by  minimal  considerations  of  visual  impacts  of  a  bridge 
in  aw  otherwise  'primitive1  areas  as  constituting  a  valid  reason  for  not  supporting 
the  residents  of  the  surrounding  communities. 
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And  finally,  the  Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  feels  that  it  should 
not  take  part  in  the  determination  of  any  one  of  the  alternate  sites  as  long 
as  the  project  meets  the  needs  of  our  Central  Montana  Communities.  We  feel 
that  such  determination  should  be  based  on  engineering  studies  yet  to  be 
completed  in  combination  with  the  wishes  of  the  occupants  of  the  immediate 
neighborhood  where  they  offer  valid  considerations  affecting  the  engineering 
studies . 

In  conclusion,  the  worth  of  any  public  project  must  be  measured  in  terms  of 
its  potential  contribution  to  the  well-being  of  the  community  served  and  this 
must  be  measured  by  its  affect  on  the  individuals  of  the  community.  It  is 
the  pleasure  of  the  Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  to  agree  with  the  objectives 
of  this  project  and  to  support  it  in  any  way  it  can. 


Donn  Pennell,  Chairman 

Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Roads  and  Highway  Committee 


DP:LSB:ms 


July    1972 

To:    Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana 


This  petition  concerns  a  bridge  over  the 
MISSOURI  RIVER  in     CENTRAL  MONTANA. 


WHEREAS  ;   3ecause  of  its  enormous  size  and  terrain  through 
which  it  flows,  the  Missouri  River  is  a  geographical  barrier, 
especially  dividing  the  flow  of  traffic  between  the  counties 
of  Blaine,  Hill  and  Chouteau  on  the  North  and  Judith  3asin 
and  Fergus  on  the  South. 

WHEREAS  ;  There  is  no  bridge  serving  these  communities  and 
other  points  in  Central  Montana  for  approximately  150  miles 
between  Fort  Benton  on  County  Highway  230  and  the  Fred 
Robinson  bridge  on  LIS  191. 

And  WHEREAS  ;  The  economy  of  Central  Montana  is  now  more 
dependent  on  closer  cooperation  with  its  neighboring 
counties  than  ever  before  with  modern  transportation,  we, 
the  undersigned,  commend  the  Montana  Highway  Commission  for 
the  steps  they  have  taken  to  eliminate  this  transportation 
hazard,  and  petition  that  it  will  complete  the  feasibility 
studies  at  an  early  date,  establish  a  bridge  site,  and 
extend  Montana  Highway  #  236  North  from  Winifred  to  connect 
with  the  most  desireable  route  on  the  north  side  of  the  river 
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early   completion   of  the   proposed      bridge   over   Missouri    river   above       •        3^* 
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We,  the  undersigned,  petition  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION  for  an  early  completion 
of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  River  above  Winifred 


NAME       ,*****. 


.3USUJ3SS    (if   any} --HS8IDENCE 


<->W_    . 


.*-i  iv.A.iiVi't  _-_  _ 


ix.-iivua  _»  "Tt-^Tr  —  —  —  —  —  —  _  —  _____  _______ 

-d^C*s-   -  J  ^jJU^^ic^^  - '5CjUlM^^^l^X^^\  ) 

S&s*-4  Skia^l£/l/i. ' SZIo^_^_>^j-T_^^ 

-  -  4  -( -\  -  ---^ ;-*--  <-^-_*f_^i  _______________  _^-_v=*  _<-*  %  ;-£+ 

.>,_•  _  _%w^ 

Jy-<*1±  _--   _^_  A-  _  _ ^^^^Y^- ^ - 

1/frtas.  >  _  FjU&i^ .  y. *t 

.<^.(Z.,^\c^yy^r7  _  _  _         _      

;  ,/3   ro  ^  A 

-    -xlQ_.U^w    _V^ --  _Oy<-^^w<a_- 

_  ><?(>PUyeJrt&j(frq  -  -*  Z^/ 


A 


'O  /. 


/  _■  '1  /_■  c_^- 


Arf^{/&^ 


'J 


'A 


/- 


r^!2^ 


_3_   5^_Ut^^ 


/"? 


X7 


-  -_<"<X_**<_'£Cl_~/ 


A^ia^_    -    -    -    - 


_^Lft_J^  ^<-&^^4,<>&L&4<cS f<^2^^^--/J27j/± 
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£/_*_  _*_  j^y-j-  _ .       jCrt^jL.  _S 


^-_r    _    _    _ 


We,  the  undersigned,  pc   tion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  C   11  SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above   « 
W  in  if red. ........ 


JO   I 

1 


NAME 


-<-U, 


BUS(NESS-(if  any)--- 

aJf -Kaqs-Ji*.  c 


RESIDENCE 


-_  J&&L/&7 l(e/Lu£JL. y^L<i^S. 


/-  .  .  .  &M&3A*$. 


r*r2iZ<L 


*) 


y     f 'f  1  1  «   +t  i*Jl_  l*w^»-^    in    > 

L*&&s! _  _  _  2^Ut*JU^ ^k^^^  - 


^14  ^iThb^S^*^! jstgw&y . 

_  2<f^^^4^ A4*J d^-fc? 


£*-^fVi_ 


cL.sp 


—  * 


^niv^v ^y 


Ju  ^  r  ^J; 


P<£**A^V j^^^^<. 

J>%Lt<L  SyJL f-S^'lh 


^hn/ 


<ui-A-    


0 


^Z"~£a+**^ 


v>  ^  {[jpym<  / r™irtT^! 


We,  the  undersigned,  pt   tion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  C   4  I  SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W  in  if red 


,.7 


3/ 


i 


'-■    --6USINESS-<if  any)--- 


RESIDENCE 


/ 


-A 


f<-   -t     ^r\ 


'JLS  I&£&44rKLr' 


,>^rc<ifir>^_^^^t-. 'C^-^c-^o-  ^u^L^aJ2^^.  J^J&k& c^(k^u/^^^ui^¥  b^t t 


-dr^  J*^A_ _ .• :_  .^^.-eS^-jr--  X/ 


^^r     J  ^^"^^^1^^  ^^^  ^^^         "■*  *— •K^"    *■■•        *-^^»  — f^r^^^^Hf        *^r1        ^^~         «■■•         «nw  »^  ■  •■•        Jamm  —  ■  "  '  ^B*  )■•  — ■  ■.  -*  ^"^         Mac.  ^_*  •&■•  «Mb  ^•■p"'       » ■■■  *h         mm*  »••>  ■■»  «•*• 


V  V0^V&-}s/ ^%^£&^ 3^>* cd^rEyT 

Jtfl&f*s^    & _/? f(J'±?£*&=^L ^^^^25^^  -/#£** 


£2< 


^>^£r-<cZS  -^^jt-     —  K 


^l- 


a 


t 


r*L 


feJ&t^J^LM-* c^C^fiPa_fe>^w>  u&*§kz  ~  -^ - 


5^irc^^^tj2^>^  ^f^r^Tr 


We,  the  undersigned,  pet   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COf  ' SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  river  above   < 
\i  in  if  red. 


J\ 


NAME 


RESIDENCE 


BUStNESS-<if  wvU.-.---....-. 

77/"        rvTi       'V    /  /  fits-   Jt  ■  ' -,  *'/^L_ 

i {Jaw.  ^'£^<&£<k£ LJy&<Z*t&d.  _  2%£?lZz _  _ 


1  i^^^d^^Jr^r-^ 


%3&6>*.  _ 


C^u-^tt 


C^^t^S- 


^fe7^-^^, 


"7??£,£  J)ju±jt*yu^  Sa^/^H^u. Qh^L<^>  £^*_>.  -  2/z^23^^  _ 


> *lc?ti£-uL  Ltf-j^u* 


_\J  £4  /&fcHrf= ^^^^7^C.~>^ 

_  .yu^L  ^^ ^^-^tfwft: 

-  -  ^t.&tSUr^^ J&UZ^      -2%t 

tr^^^^Z^^^^^ /^L%&^S3L  -S&&&J- 


^ 


W1 


We,  the  undersigned,  pet   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COt  'SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
Winifred.. 


J*. 


7 


BUSINES8-(if  any)-* RESIDENCE 


^-^ZvL'^f^s-.  _  . .  _  ^^^r^jfiir^w 


BJ 


{£Jl<4*q£*aJ- X^/^tZ  - 

<J^^^^a^/L^/ . _  _  _  (tfL^n&ts t^J^ 

'izUauJn.  ■$/&4(*£i*£ jLa 


<^P^LX 


y  W» — •^■^^-t_ 


j^^-Z'.-^JL^ 14^?^ 

shUaJ±*^L  J)*$6A? J4?4y&*- 

-fa*? _^^*£t<£V_ <^^fe  _ 

C^ld^^^\S^L  ylC^^-CyL &£-^r4r<*/^ 

A-  ^^A^^Sf^Lc^^ieC^^. /v^tL^c^ "t/4^ 


U^ 


*-*-4<\a 


0-+>yK 


-  Zrl^ir^, . /'-£  ^;^- ^£g<  a 


~All~M 


c&U'a£>ci>±t*r 

i% 


L^rJb^a^^x^ 

ffi?-U&2/l&? fmAy M^$£ 


r£r 


.fiW-i6 


We,  the  undersigned,  pet   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COT  'SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W in  if red, 


j*i 


NAME 


BUSINESS-(if  any)- 


RESIDENCE 


Bj^^^f^nJ^^  „    uJ^>^^^^ 


^: 


yt^k 


dn^M^OLl^^a tdi^^dL,  jfy*U 

dct^tL^  -&*~**.  fl Jol^Z^J^J^^^ 

-GM&±£  _  M^U^d^Ti^r L^n£2-&-*./  .JlPj^ ,  [ 

shtj/^^Jj(1^4^^ MJ^^y^^yr^nct^' 

^J^U^J^1^ UJ^^-  ty*»A 

4-&A&L -7? ?7----' 


_  ^^dHj^ &±<Jl<2^Jst/ ^JiC^3xfr+s&l<L 


-/%^%/2t/*i~~: J& 

M~L  jtfouLLif. 

_  cl&l  $24J<d<_ Vi^/ 


_^>2rn,f. 


<%¥±~^y^L 


^DUM^^t  J&Jmml ^i^Ju^f&MjL 

'$^*^Jte*L^tiL^ IJ^^^^k^  lgU*zZ>^ 

J. 


*4l  _  Jbn/jl***^' 


L^-ao^-^y 


Jz«uf&e^3!ujr 


We,  the  undersigned,  pel   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COf   1  SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W  in  if  red 


^ 


I35 


NAME 


BUS«NESS-(if   any)-~- 


RESIDENCE 


n 


// 


-fc£teuJLL.LXjLLu- ^ 


r  r 


'J- ¥ ^J^-J^Z^^L 

trtiaJJlXs ^U±u^lS2x. T^J&lsSback 

jLjJM ^J^jUxJaJ^ 

^3^*^  

&&&SL  ^^f^^y ^j^^doi/ yi^^}u^^^ . 

L  UL  J^JUa&ZU- j^A^^^^yL' UJ^^J^^ 

if  \  r*^**      ft      A/ 1        /  /  I  I  J  U  J  pi 

\^j^}^^L^u^i\. n^^+^yJl UJc-t^Y^L^i  _ 

m  <^^_/^£^f^l U^z^L^ >d^^^Kr  -  - 

dt^^^t^zA^d  _  : J$*i&*£cjh<i2 

.^V ^/ZX^Ui^ir^*^ 


We,  the  undersigned,  pel   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  CCN  i SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W  in  if red. ........ 


NAME 


BUSINESS-(if  any)- 


RESIDENCE 


'6J^-  j%oA  _  _  _ 


%i*ki^*isJ:^  2n^c& 


J&.4/*&t3^    -r    -    -/C^i^^Z? 


/        / 


____-.  ^<^**^T<z?-yb£r—.  —  _ 


. 


-74***-  ^--gJtfrL  _  I  „  ^J^l M^A  Jb&£ 


&dtzJjAS t*zvd&L (JjL'llJLtll 


£^%,±6 


7        37 

We,    the   undersigned,    pet       ion   the  MONTANA   HIGHWAY   CO!      ,  SSI  ON    for    an  J 

early   completion   of   the   proposed      bridge    over   Missouri    river   above       «  _, 

Winifred w 

NAME  - BUS<NESS-(if   any)-. RESIDENCE 

'^r^-^f^ tt^^^-^c^i^t^^ 

?^zi^> £*Z.<^P2&X ^L^L  J^^_-^_^v-/ 


U^Z/L 


-    —    r-  —  .  'J^\  —     "S-.  —     —    —    —    —  _____    _^-_    _____  .  _     _     __  -_    __    —  J 


1U 


1i,    #, 


%_"-_ 


^y. £>So-<^  .a 


oU^L  a.  ferfs 


J^_U^_Vr_    J^^-*£-jg-£ _" _^<_^-3    -'t^-")-^ 


/    • 


7^xz^v£ 


t  uLc&L- /%S2*^L  - 

_  L^^L  /^6^u j&^SsJjL^. 


5w4-t_^ 


/i_^_>^.  ^_<_ 


£Uh>&<±  ^-M^fiifp' /_'^-i4-_  Jyi 

"n  =*v_. 


We,  the  undersigned,  pe   :ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  CO..  ■•  I  SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W  in  if  red. . 


3i 


xl 


NAME 


BUSINESS-(if   any)-.-- 


RESIDENCE 

77 


<-±*L> 


&<  ' 


££SJL*4£-- ': 


^Mr^-S^ iW- J14  J*^-  -  - 

/ Q<&~  2g^Jsi  j'Zk 


i*jRL  MJL±~r SL^  AteAfjdL 

jdui  £-&3&J&ll ^t^A,/ ^^LuL  7&L 


_  2/iC  6  *  La  - . djX  »6  -  L ^2  JCJlf'/l L 


<^? 


£^ 


2?  —    -K      ^/ 

_    —    _    —    —    —   X^^r-^   _  ^{-ut^atz^t^ 

^2.^  -y^!=*^l. 

ii-^.^^e^y 


rUU^2-      L£     d 


We,  the  undersigned,  pel   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  CC   I  SSI  ON  for  an 

early  completion  of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  river  above   .       "I 

W  in  if red. ........ 


3? 


NAME 


BUSINESS-(if  any)-< 


RESIDENCE 


-f -__ 

■  6c  __<  __  __  __  .         _  _  L'1?L  i .    _  Q^_r  b^i^^-^l 


i  ///Jm> 


A^£2&L^^iH^^ 4%  __^«-__-__- 

~Xf^7ch  ^r/^/t  _J^  £^^^F_^<<_   _Z2^-_*'-_^__^_7- 

^  ^&<^U^1j!  *<&?£+ - - T__ 

X^Jli&LJ^ &&U _*_._..* 

7^/CL^l^ 6f__fo_- <__>_, W'-&-  L^^JXcLy 

t<&W-€  C  __^^^l*__--__  _  __  _  -Ashi*L-JL &^--<ferT^l^- 

'^TX/as+u.  -&  J2/_^_^^_  _  _  j^t  _-z  _e_4 

At^4f-fe<4$?J*^ if^r*^-= /4^l.  <^#zr-*£i  C  '- 

i^l^-^S  X^7^=f^^ ^_£&_^( // )_/  _ 

_^^^-^z ^_***_z 'j: 1* ' 

__'v__ 'js  >__^J/  _  ______  ^^£Su?+u^ 

■ma^Ltj^AJlu^. ^__L_t5 

^__v-V 

^-l^--*--*^^^-    _r-v£z^_>^  __    ___________  -__^_-^_P_    _ 


_^W---- 


_*t_£_A. 


L»_   _  _  _ 

?_^4_^__^L_ 

O    _?-■_«  g>_--,7— 


^ 


/. 


%^S^£..^H^i2^r\ .7^04rws <_*_? 

<^_/_<f-_  ^^u£  _  _  _  _£_&__.«(> >&i.  -4X>v» 

' '      ^-^*i iT _4*L_^L  _ 


_  Colt-tv-^S  Ai^s-d ', <uZ^i*-J /^5  _^r^j. ._  _ 

'«6^u£Sk  JStUxde-  _v^<c^^l/_ 


We,  the  undersigned,  pe-   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  CC   I  SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  river  above   • 
Winifred ll 


\ 


NAME 


BUSINESS-(if  any)--- --- RESIDENCE 


%«2^2  &M&&-  ?£%** £4  k^i  k 

Irll  _  J^^~sr--r-=r 

leu* 2% '***aJI£ <--  -  _'-  '^C 

>^J4.  Jk^g^_ 


Ss4+*-rf£^m~g-       ^«ji>^*—^  /i+^-r-q*.   <7^^ 


T 


^_*-*>fcU^"-.  J^J^JUiJ^^^ 1  -  1'  _ 


*, 


,7MJ^ °^-  -p^-r^r- 

y^^JffS^ ^^4- #-%^ 

-  ^^^^_.  Jy^U<^^ </^lt  y^-ztrs? ^r^ 

Llj-  e?  <±L  ^"  '^/  '"2  ^ ' -  _  ^4  ^t^<J%^ 

_t^Vst ."1  _  1 

_     ^ jjr^~^\ trt&ijt 

■^fiSfc. j&9^£**4& Jm&2m 

^  ffl  *.^ .  7 


We,  the  undersigned,  pe   cion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  Ct  J  SSI  ON  for  an 
r  ;arly  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W  in  if red. ........ 


7    V7 


NAME 


k-*-*jdU^ 


BUSINESS-(if   any)-. ^RESIDENCE 


Izzzzzzz 


7 


jfoi    -s>QC^  o~c<_5u>  , 


tyhuciL^: J**-£-£.-6jU-^ 


,/j±  jl*q*h£ 


~)  '       ^ — ) 


^^^  T™*         «■••        ^mm        *•        ^^»         ^^»        ••■        *■         *■—  ••""T'         •■»         —'■•     I  " ^»        «™»-         ■■■  «■•        wa»        ^™»        mmw        «^»        «^»        ^™»        ^bm         «v         ^^»        ^>)M *■»••#-      mm.         ^n*  ■-  ^— 

i  /  f  / 1  _  ^  v 


& 


r<r?^ 


<  <_«^  ifL.1  —L  - 


L£  lc'-f^Ocy 


"—V—  ^ «-  —  —  —  _  —  ^^a&'_  ^f-^t\t 


'^^£fe. 


i'sC*+eJ4H'xJ. ^A^4-^ ^t2*4^_ 1^ 

Mi-^^atJ^ XW-'io.<-- -'-  - 


SW>Ql 


'JX^^i^i 


_^ii-^^/- *3^<&£th-±;-&--  _ 

(-i  _\  n^i-^i1^^7 L^U.uuS^QW_  - 

L6^/£t,  


We,  the  undersigned,  pe   cion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  C(  -I  SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W  in  ifred. ........ 


7   IS? 


NAME 


BUS<NESS-(if   any)-.- 


RESIDEMCE 


S^&firJC^3^^. J&d%f<t*^<^ .^U^-t-d^On 

jK&^t^  ^&£&f^ . <3&<£<&g-±*£*y a 

/_  _ y<2tp?Juijn ^ftLui/^^p^Kz,  yffikfi  /; 


M 


Ia*^\~ .^sjIjL^ . 

^"OAklJ^^ Cfer-ti V. 

OJP4*^Jl i~.«f<?: ". 


Ir^-AA--' 


/      ■ 


/?6^_2i  Jri '! 

JcAjhJ^\. 


'I 


h 


■  ry  -  y  ~ 

,  ^v \lZ~-./Jj*^-*.  jJ^lTZZZ. 


jZG&A 


¥J 


We,  the  undersigned,  pet   ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COT   ! SSI  UN  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed  bridge  over  Missouri  river  above 
W  in  if red. 

NAME  


7 


1/ 


BUSINESS-(if  any)-~ RESIDENCE 

-T^fe Mr*  i^ur^cA j^Lxlc^  _  _£f&5) 

rfsjte&a^  _  _  2?\L  £ ■*:*&<£< 2^Lj^^^ 

'^•J&Q04fa • \ /&f^t^<^Si  2*&urik 


^ 


A. 


'J£~-*L-£J. 


^r^p^ze^^Lri^ 1 -<&j?4^<>^' 


■a  DmA^**?  ^kouA^ 


O, 


o»v.e 


t^t^C^U 


^LkcXlv: fix^s. 

tk 


c^JtUjr^^  &  ^^J/A^^  -  y&ZfilQ r  -  '4^' £/<£*. 


£>~S 


/"P 


±$&u  ta-Jl/W^ hu£H>  AJ^L 


JL  Jzj&-  IJJLh L  VP!*^ J^&^i 
gx^&^u. fl&\^h^Jn^^ ^^V^ 


We,  the  undersigned,  pe   ;ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  CC   I  SSI  ON  for  an 
early  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above   « 
W  in  if red. ........ 


•v 


NAME 


BUS<N£SS-(if  any)- 


RESIDENCE 


&A,ld&Iu^_ _ _  F^Ul Mh^S-Vt 


s& 


'  s? 


err- ^772a^L ^A^^Oll^^^^c/ 

^jdtii R^aS^^l  \M^ 

^(^^^  ^y££ C&^ 

-  .1 <: : ^t*  ^w£r 

26±o^^_ici^^ I?ja±^J>.. r  *  -  - 

'  ***&&<</_    J&k&z  jr. ^S^L  ^9-k^z.  ur^yr 


£^000^. T^^^^^-A 


^f£3 


*>.H 


fle,    the   undersigned,    petition    the   Ku.TV:.   HIGir.iAY  CU:r.ISSM    Lor   ^   oarly   co>f*± 
of    the   proposed^ridge   over  Missouri  *iver   aoove    .Jn.ifred 


^  ^ — -  ;  s 


~a*-4  '^t^yi 


yKUtsd^ 


fi 


Y^V^      ^/Z  A^lsTst***^ 


r^%  ^/^2±^ 


HZlSLi.  U  *t  *- 


t^V 


M&a  £  cfi  fl« 


j- 


i, .  / 


-<■■(■-■>-, 


/(/Z^t    t,r  .■' 


/  ' 


J± 


<Z   t-<   *  v\ 


O.     /£* 


tl^LO 


<'f 


T — * 


JT 


(^r^rpr^- 


s= 


,-•  KL 


r    '  -  -  -  — . 


Zi^y 


1 1 


u 


h^-  :,  Z/^T&g.        W^ 


d£tJi^Ce. 


ef 


0 


v/^3    4^ 


u/'yt^ 


\yitJ ,.',/  ^JL^^,  *%^ H^xaaI^^    ..../j/j-co  s)?~J^  cJuAKstfc,*  ^ 


We,  the  undersigned,  petitic   .he  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION  f 
of  the  proposed  br? ige  over  Missouri  River  above  Winifred  -  -  ■ 


an  early  completion 


St* 


FAME 


BUSINESS   (if  any)-  «• 


■RESIDENCE 


~fl 


Jtdg&zJt 


? 


JL±*£JUCL 


.+"T~ 


^.^^[jiJd-^A 


Z±L 


&L. 


>&4*lL 


%Zd. 


* 


<x7t&<Tt  <c*4sl<*i L <(_J,e*unrtA4.  *A^ 


/AMJ* 


A 


<L*^4J^CsU-l/jt^ 


Zc JJzJvJ- 


,)fib«<s 


r<r44+y£A 


// 


OL^cl 


MflACm  /  ^  XTKO 


'^ktitetuyLU- 


'/ 


-^AYv       ^OuTv,*^ AA^^L^J^ 


.^ 


-^    ^fLsXu  fC^JL^ 


J 


ii'- 


L 


dlLJ^yif^^ 


^zs. 


cs- 


fi*7 


.1   nau,    p-j-ijiticn    tr.o   MtKTAI-LA.   HIGK'JAY  'J.:'  iU     for   an    early   oomp: 


L^A^L^^t^L_ 


Zrrt     &1,7~$s 


^T^<^^r>Cd^ 


J\A^rX 


AfMAscJ^L  c_aI/jJ<. 


u^^U^j^c 


f-o^7 £L& 


£&*/#.  -£4~4 


L^t^-iyj^i^d^.    ydJ^J^ 


We,  the  undersigned,  r"   -ion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  C(   ISSION  for  an        \ 
early  completion  of  tk_  proposed   bridge  over  Mis  ,ur i  river  above   « 
W  in  if red. ........ 


1 


NAME 


BUS<NESS-(if  any)-.-. 


RESIDENCE 


&£j/&e£  _  _/jg«L£  SM  Ql/ 


j?t£Fj>^2icM 

Y^£&^_^^^^ ^r^^s^^^^^s^?^^d/r'^ 

vn^jfctp^. . &%juj _: _  m 

<_>^)i{  (JE^r*±^4 \^t£-^.-ly$t£«-^<_i >^A^^y±^yiy ^ — 


l??- 


rl. 


I  ( 


3-c 


-ii/^.4^4.  j^*./*- 4L-_ 

^&^&--L-8fi£j- r  ".'--—  " 

''j^^j2c^^k^L  _€SL  _91/acvyu  ^  (Ksxtl jr. . 


jtsL*L* 


_  aJ^Iltutii 


1^r±lrl ^i^i-^^i^ 


■jo,    the   undersigned,   petition    the   f/.oNTAJIA   HIGHWAY  CUMLSISSili; 
of    the   p   roposod    :ridge   over  Missouri    ;livor  above     .inifred   ■ 


H 

y  completion  '  I 


NAM3- :UISDJJSS    (if   any) R4SIDJK03 


dC^^c^i 


^•(faiA. 


^  '  y 


.h4u**.A^_ 


Jlct,<vud^ 


"Li,.       6iuL    X 


*9\OsvL 


a^L 


c/UU^U^ 


ur^ 


L>^/. 


*=¥- 


'/to   \n 


qyy?/)Mi^ 


1 


(k>  JJrw*** 


^J>- 


3^W-icKL? 


VU-<ck u^-^rr^ 


^u^^    Ql,  U^cX>u\SJ^_      JJL^^i^Tl& 


_Jjj)ljsii£E^D 


-lA^ "^^1 


:e,    the   undersigned,    petition    "the   Ul  ?A  'A      IGH'.'iA     C oL&i ISS IOfti   for  an   er.rly   completion 
of    the   proposed  bridge   ovsr  Missouri   River  above      inifred  ------ 
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We,  the  undersigned,  pt   tion  the  MONTANA  HIGHWAY  C   4ISSI0N  for  an        j^ 
early  completion  of  the  proposed   bridge  over  Missouri  river  above   * 
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HELENA,  K     STAT1A j  p;v;::  j  : 


Missoula  -  59801 
Mareh  14 ,   i97$. 
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State  of  Montana 

Department  of  Highways 

Helena  -  59601  j  j  jsj TTTi 

Gentleman: 


nnnnMr/ 


Thank  you  for  including  me  on  your  mailing  list  to  reoeive  a  oopy  of 
the  proposal  on  Project  R.S.   68(6)  -  Bridge  Site  Study  Northwest  of  Winifred. 

This   proposal  will  oertainly  provide  year  around  shorter  miles  to 
travel  for  people  wishing  to  pass  thru  that  area  and  will  divert  traffic  from 
the  Fort  Benton  and  Hob  ins  on  bridges  and  approach  roads. 

While  it  may  have  some  long  range  economical  impact,   there  does   not 
seem  to  have  been  any  great  economical  improvement  in  the  area  served  by  the 
Robinson  Bridge* 

To  minimise  damage  from  disturbance  of  the  earth,  construction  should 
keep  outs  and  fills  to  a  degree  that  will  produce  usable  grades  and  establish  as 
direct  an  alignment  as   possible  to  keep  road  miles   to  the  lowest  feasible  number. 

There  is  a  question  of  protecting  the   present  campground,  well  and 
oottonwood   trees.     Possibly  a  land  span  of  bridge   on  that  side  would  be  of  help 
in  this  respect.     Too  short  a  bridge  oould  hinder  the  flow  and  cause  flood  damage. 
Trees  can  be  produced  from  plantings. 

I  am  a  little  confused  as  to  why  a  bridge  would  affeot  wild   or  soenio 
classification  of  a  stream  any  more  than  a  cable  across   the  river  handling  an 
unsightly  ferry.     This  same  thinking  also  applies  to  the  road  which  is  already 
there  on  both  sides  to  simply  be  improved. 

If  carefully  engineered  I  see  no  objection  to  the  proposal. 

Sincerely, 

AGE/d  A.    G.    Erskine. 
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March  14,   1973 

H.   J.  Anderson 
Director  of  Highways 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Anderson: 

I  was  present  at  the  Winifred  Bridge  Corridor  hearing  last  night.     It  was 
my  pleasure  to  speak  in  behalf  of  the  Lewistown  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  to 
submit  the  area's  petitions  in  support  of  a  Missouri  River  crossing  in  the 
Winifred  area.     One  of  the  points  in  my  statement  in  behalf  of  the  Chamber  was 
that  the  bridge  should  be  placed  as  a  result  of  engineering  studies  and  suitable 
cost  estimates. 

The  studies  represented  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  were  all  in 
terms  of  the  Lohse-PH  ferry  sight.     It  would  be  a  shame  if  the  thoroughness 
shown  for  the  one  sight  was  not  applied  to  another  equally  probable  site,   the 
Stafford  ferry  site. 

After  the  meeting  concluded  last  night,  I  was  able  to  visit  with  some  of  the 
'river  residents' .     They  were  asking  the  question,    "Why  not  Stafford?"   —  and 
they  seemed  to  ask  it  on  the  basis  of  their  analysis  which  indicates  the  Stafford 
ferry  to  be  the  better  site  for  the  bridge.     They  were  full  of  opinions  on  paving 
distances,  etc.  and  felt  the  bridge  site  to  be  an  easier  crossing. 


Your  office  must  have  done  this  preliminary  analysis  work  for  the  other 
site.     For  my  information,  I  would  like  to  be  assured  that  the  work  has  been  done, 
at  least  on  a  preliminary  basis,  and  would  appreciate  knowing  why  the  Lohse-PH 
ferry  site  seems  to  be  the  correct  site. 


Sincerely , 


Donn  Pennell 
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Hilger,  Montana 
March  l£,  1973 


Montana  Hig 
Helena,  Montana 


Dear  Sirs, 


On  review  of  the  Environmental  Impact  statement  on  the  proposed  bridge  be- 
tween "rfinifred  and  Big  Sandy  please  accept  the  following; 

I  would  generally  agree  with  most  of  the  findings,  however,  I  believe  you 
overlooked  the  adverse  effect  of  more  traffic  and  people  on  the  residents  and 
wildlife.  More  people  disrupt  ranching  operations.  Wildlife  will  be  foreed  out 
of  some  country  immediately  adjacent  to  the  road. 

I  endorse  the  project  provided  maximum  environmental  safeguards  are  taken. 
I  would  hope  the  Fish  and  Game  campground  can  be  replaced  or  saved  at  the  appar- 
ent best  bridge  site,  Alternative  C. 

The  spur  road  from  the  Stafford  Berry  road  to  the  P  N  road  must  be  kept  away 
from  the  river.  I  would  presflawe  terrain  would  dictate  this  also  but  if  it  does- 
not  it  must  be  kept  will  away  from  the  Missouri.  Alternative  3  appears  tc  be  the 
most  satisfactory. 

Thank  you  for  your  efforts. 
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Lewi  s town ,  mou  tana 
nax-cu  JLy,  ±973 

Montana  Highway  Dept. 
H  eiena, 
Montana  $9bUl 

Dear  Sirs: 

The  Lewistown  Koa  &  Gun  Club  wisnes  to  express  their  leelings 
on  trie  proposea  nignway  &  bridge  from  Wmifrea  lu  big  Sandy. 

We  are  in  support  of  a  bridge  across,  uie   Missouri.   However, 
we  feel  that  une  wiiaixie  snould  be  protected  at  all  cost.   Thereiore, 
we  would  endorse  alternate  #31  We  ieei  tiiat  this  is  tne  logical  site 
for  tne  urxdge.   The  terrain  has  far  greater  qualities  uhan  any  other. 

However,  we  must  protect  or  replace  the  Fish  &  Game  campground 
at  tne  site.   We  must  also  taKe  measures  to  insure  that  farming  & 
rancmng  operations  are  not  disturbed  and  that  destruction  of  wildlife 
habitat  be  kept  to  the  very  minimum. 

Also,  we  suggest^ that  the  suggested  road  from  Stafford  Ferry  to 
the  F.N.  Ranch  be  kept  far  enough  pack  from  the  river  that  it  does 
not  disturb  the  natural  flow  and,  scenic  values  of  the  grert  Missouri 
River. 


Lrtford-Sec. 
Lewis town  Rod  &  Gun  Club 
Lewis town, 

Montana  59/»-57 


SAVE  AT  LEAST  SOME  OR  WHAT  GOD  CREATED  FOR  THE  FUTURE  !! 
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COMMISSIOHIA 


Ray  Patrick 


COMMISSIONER 

Jack  Swinney 


&OA&D  OF  COUNTY  COMMSSSC.xi  <£ 
HILL  COUNTY 

HAVRE,  MONTANA 

March  19,  1973 


State  of  Montana 
Depar^eivc  of  Highways 
Public  Hearing  Unit 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Gentlemen: 

This  leccer  is  written  to  declare  Hill  County's  interest  in  the  proposed 
bridge  crossing  of  the  Missouri  River  on  F.A.S.  236  approximately  24  miles 
northwest  of  Winifred,  Montana. 

There  seems  to  be  no  adverse  social,  environmental  or  economic  impact 
attendant  to  the  construction  of  the  proposed  bridge  and  the  spur  road  on 
the  north  side  of  the  river  to  connect  the  Blaine  County  road  system  with 
Route  236.   For  this  reason  we  support  the  siting  and  construction  of  the 
bridge  and  spur  road. 

We  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  project  and  anticipate 
that  you  will  proceed  with  construction  plans  without  undue  delay. 


Thank  you. 


Sincerely, 

BOARD  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 
HILL  COUNTY 


Daniel  Morse 
Chairman 


Up: er  Missouri  Group 
Sierra  Club 
1400  N.  Benton  Ave. 
Helena,  Montana 
March  26,  1973 


Dear  Mr.  Powers, 


Ae  have  reviewed  your  draft  environmental  impact  statement  for  the 
proposed  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  near  .vinifred.   Ye  find  it,  quite 
frankly,  inadequate.   It  seems,  in  a  phrase,  that  if  you  have  read  one 
highway  impact  statement-— you've  read  them  all.   The  dearth  of  environmental 
impact  information,  evaluation  and  discussion  is  glaringly  absent.   The 
engineering  and  overly  simplified  economic  information  abounds,  but  the 
total  view  of  the  total  impact  seems  to  have  been  lost  along  the  way. 

We  fail  to  understand  your  lack  of  appreciation  of  the  uniqueness  of 

this  free  flowing  stretch  of  river.   Lest  we  all  forget in  the  rush  to  do 

something,  build  something,  that  the  nation  has  exceedingly  few  untampered 
reaches  of  river  left.   It  seems  to  us  that  the  value  of  the  area  is  increas- 
ing, increasing  very  rapidly---without  highway  and  bridge  development. 
Certainly  it  is  worthwhile,  more  that  worthwhile  to  look  at  the  total 
picture  of  the  whole  stretch  of  river  and  see  what  is  truly  best  for  the 
whole  -area.   It  is  essential  that  the  whole,  the  overriding  view  be  taken, 
before  w,e  commit  to  a  single,  irreversible  choics*.  . 

Your  "do  nothing"  review  is  totally  inadequate.  This  is  as  important 
a  part  of  the  review  process  as  any- — yet  it  is  left  to  a  few  overworked, 
wholly  rudimentary  phrases.  An  honest,  total  apprasal  is  surely  needed,  yet 
left  In  this  statement  touched  only  by  a  few  superficial  comments.  There 
is  a  gaping  hole  in  the  statement,  in  the  do  nothing  option,  yet  the  only 
treatment  is  the  Band-Aid  of  unsubstantiated  claims  revolving  around  lost 
possible  opportunities  and  continued  inconvenience. 

We  do  not  oppose  a  bridge,  per  se,  but  we  do  expect  an  honest,  informed, 
open  discussion  of  all  the  impacts  on  this  area,  and  the  options  available. 
To  do  less  is  to  fail  your  mission  of  providing  the  best  for  the  state  and 
her  people. 

We  look  forward  to  reviewing  your  revised  impact  statement. 

Sincerely, 
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